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STATE OF MAINE. 



OFI-ICE CT' IHK ATTORNIiy-GE:N^RAL^ 

Portland, Me., December i, 1902. 

To the Governor and Council of the State of Maine: 

In compliance with public statutes, chapter yy, section 57, I 
herewith submit my report of the business of the office of attor- 
ney-general for the two years ending November 30, 1902. 

HOMICIDES. 
Indictments for murder have been disposed of as follows : 

STATE vs, EDWIN H. KNIGHT. 

At the January term of the supreme judicial court, 1901, 
holden at Saco for the county of York, Powers, J., presiding, 
the grand jury returned an indictment against Edwin H. Knight 
of South Berwick, charging him with the murder of Fanny E. 
Sprague. 

On the first day of May, 1900, in the forenoon, the barn on 
the old F. J. Knight place in South Berwick was discovered to 
be on fire. In suppressing the fire it was shortly discovered that 
a crime had been committed by someone. The lifeless body of 
Fanny E. Sprague was found in one of the horse stalls welter- 
ing in blood and partly burned. The throat of the deceased was 
found to have been pierced with some sharp instrument and the 
jugular vein severed. The skull was bruised, showing that 
severe blows had been dealt upon the head, in fact, the weapon 
with which the blows had been given was found on the premises, 
being an oak stake, apparently a wagon stake which had been 
broken by the force of the blows. This stake was bloody, show- 
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ing conclusively the use to which it had been put. There were 
pools of blood outside of the stall where the assault evidently had 
been made. After the assault the body had been dragged into 
the stall, and when the fire was first discovered, a strong scent 
of kerosene oi! was also noticed showing that it had been used 
to hasten the fire. An autopsy was made and it was found that 
the deceased had been pregnant for the period of five months, 
and that her death resulted from the stab in the throat which 
severed the jugular vein. The victim was a single woman and 
was employed among the people in Berwick and South Berwick 
to assist in housework. She was so employed at the place where 
the crime was committed. No one was living on the premises 
except one Samuel Locke, who, on the day of the homicide, was 
employed in the woods chopping wood. A careful examination 
of the details of the case, concerning Samuel Locke, gave con- 
clusive evidence that he had no hand in the murder. 

Steps were taken at once to discover the perpetrator of the 
deed. It was assumed that the guilty party was not a resident 
of the place and search was conducted along this line, but it was 
soon discovered that the road leading past where the deed was 
committed had been uncommonly policed on that forenoon by 
many parties who were going back and forth over it. So, also, 
the railroad back of the house did not offer a way of successful 
escape, because the railroad hands were at work on the road and 
saw no stranger or person pass over the road whatever. The 
conduct of the respondent during the continued examination into 
the case, and the various pieces of evidence pointing to him, soon 
led the officials to believe that the respondent was guilty of the 
crime. All clues pointing in other directions faded out and 
.the parties therewith connected were fully and satisfactorily 
accounted for. 

On the 27th day of the term of said court the respondent was 
arraigned and a plea of not guilty was entered by him. Hon. 
George C. Yeaton of Berwick, and Hon. Frank M. Higgins of 
Limerick appeared as his counsel and successfully defended him. 
A great mass of evidence, both by the State and by the defence, 
was adduced during the trial, consuming with the arguments and 
the charge of the court two weeks when the case was given to 
the jury and a verdict of not guilty returned. 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



ATTORNEY GlSNERAl/s REPORT. 3 

Although careful and continued search has been made by the 
county officials, no evidence connecting any other person with 
the crime has yet been discovered. The motive of the crime was 
without doubt the destruction of the unborn child. 

The county attorney, W. S. Mathews, devoted a great amount 
of time in the careful examination of the facts in the case and in 
its preparation for trial. No detail was too small and no effort 
too great on the part of the county attorney to deter him from a 
most exhaustive presentation of the case in court, and great 
credit is due him in this respect. 

STATE vs. EDWARD GRAFFAM AND WILLIAM 

HANDS. 

On the 13th day of January, 1901, the people of Gorham were 
shocked to learn that a most brutal murder had been committed 
m their midst Clifford Mosher, with his mother, resided in a 
farmhouse on the main road near Gorham Village. There were 
neighbors living in the immediate vicinity. Near midnight on 
the 1 2th one of the neighbors was called up by Mrs. Mosher, the 
mother of Clifford Mosher, who had dragged herself, although 
infirm and suffering from wounds, through the snow to a neigh- 
bor's house where she announced that she and her son had been 
attacked earlier in the evening in their house, and urged that 
someone should go to the immediate relief of her son. The help 
which she summoned proceeded to the house of Mrs. Mosher, 
and there found that a most terrific struggle had occurred 
between Clifford Mosher and the assailants. A back window 
was broken in through which the parties made their entrance 
into the house. The furniture was broken up and the floor and 
walls of the parlor were spattered and smirched with blood. The 
weapon used by the assailants, by which the life of Clifford 
Mosher was taken, was found; being a large hard- wood stake 
which had been taken from the back of the bam. Clifford 
Mosher was dead when help reached the house. The assailants 
had disappeared. There had been a light fall of snow which 
enabled the officials to follow the track of the assailants to Port- 
land. William Hands, a colored man, was arrested on the morn- 
ing vof January 13th while he was passing along the railroad 
west of Portland in the town of Scarboro. Various articles 
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found upon him were identified by Mrs. Mosher as having been 
taken from her house. Hands finally admitted that another per- 
son was concerned in the assault with him, and described the 
personal appearance of the party, which description proved to be 
accurate when later suspicion fell upon Edward Graifam, who 
was traced to Boston and from there to Hopedale, Mass., where 
he was arrested. As in most murder cases small pieces of evi- 
dence began to crop out, which showed conclusively that Edward 
Graffam and William Hands were the two parties concerned in 
the deed. 

At the May term of the vSuperior Court for the county of Cum- 
berland, 1901, Bonney, J., presiding, Edward Graffam and 
William Hands were indicted for the murder of Clifford Mosher 
and on the i6th day of May the Court assigned as counsel for 
Graffam, Charles A. True, Esq., of Portland, and as counsel for 
Hands, George Libby, Esq., of Portland. Each respondent was 
arraigned and each pleaded not guilty. On the same day Graf- 
fam filed a motion for a separate trial, and on the 24th day of 
May, a hearing was had thereon and the motion was granted. 
On the loth day of June the State proceeded to the trial of 
Graffam, and although the respondent was ably defended by his 
counsel, yet the evidence was so overwhelming that on the 17th 
day of June the jury very quickly returned a verdict of guilty 
of murder in the first degree. On the same day counsel for the 
respondent filed a motion in arrest of judgment, which said 
motion was withdrawn on the 20th day of June, and the 
respondent was then sentenced to imprisonment and labor in the 
States Prison for and during the term of his natural life. 

William Hands did not go to trial. He turned States evidence 
and testified in the trial of Grafi:'am to all the particulars of the 
case. From his statements it became evident that Graffani 
started out from Boston on the 12th day of January for the 
express purpose of visiting the Mosher place with the intent to 
commit larceny or robbery. It appeared, also, from the evidence, 
that Hands had no knowledge of Graffam's plans, and that he 
acted as Graifam's tool. Graffam was thoroughly acquainted 
v/ith the Mosher premises, since he had lived for a number of 
years in the immediate vicinity, and had been employed at th^ 
Mosher house. After due consideration by the officials of the 
State, of the assistance which Hands had rendered to the State 
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in giving it the imformation which he possessed in relation to the 
crime, it was deemed advisable to accept from him a plea of man- 
slaughter. He thereupon retracted his plea of not guilty and 
pleaded guilty of manslaughter, which having been received, he 
was sentenced to States Prison for the period of ten years. 

The details of this case were carefully and ably worked up by 
the officials. The county attorney, Robert T. Whitehouse, Esq., 
very ably marshalled the facts and rendered great assistance in 
the trial of the case. The trial of this case was attended with 
very great excitement, owing to the atrocity of the deed and the 
bad reputation of the respondent Graffam. 



STATE vs. CHARLES A. McCLOUD. 

Early on the morning of September 4th, 1901, the dead body 
of Sarah A. McDonald was found by the roadside at Kittery 
Point about three-quarters of a mile from her home. A careful 
examination of the body of the deceased disclosed that she had 
been choked and otherwise bruised about her head, fbr blood 
was oozing from the nostrils. There were teeth-marks in her 
left ear ; the head was bruised to quite an extent but perhaps not 
sufficient to produce death ; the underclothing was saturated with 
blood and parts of it were found in a pasture near where the 
body lay. It was discovered at the autopsy that death was 
caused from hemorrhage ; that a severe wound about five inches 
in depth in the vagina had been inflicted by some instrument, 
which was the cause of the hemorrhage. It became evident that 
the woman had been assaulted and that she died from the effects 
of the assault. 

The deceased took in laundry work for a living and on the 
evening of the assault was returning to her home from Ports- 
mouth, partly by the electric cars and the balance of the distance, 
about one and three-quarters of a mile, by walking along the 
highway. Shortly after she left the electric car one Charles A. 
McCloud, the respondent, who was in the same car with her, 
and was on his way home, left the car and returned towards the 
f^oint where the deceased got off. 

The respondent was found at his home the following morning 
and denied any knowledge of the assault. Various lines of evi- 
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dence having been followed up immediately by the officials it 
became evident that McCloud was the guilty party. Thereupon 
he was taken into cufstody. It was found, also, that McCloud 
purchased at Portsmouth in the evening of the assault, a bottle 
of whiskey which he took along with him and which he evidently 
left where the body was found, for a bottle answering the 
description of! the one which he purchased was found at that 
point. It is evident, however, from the statements of McCloud 
that he was not particularly intoxicated, but that his act resulted! 
from jealousy of certain Italian workmen who were in that vicin- 
ity. Before the respondent was arrested he made a confession to 
Hon. Horace Mitchell and later to the sheriif . At the September 
term, 1901, of York county, Savage, J., presiding, the respondent 
was indicted for murder and being arraigned on said indictment, 
pleaded guilty. Fred J. Allen, Esq., of Sanford was appointed 
by the Court as his counsel. On October 4th, the evidence of 
the State was taken out to fix the degree of guilt, and the Court 
found the respondent guilty of murder in the first degree. On 
the same day he was sentenced to imprisonment and labor for 
life in the State's Prison. There is little or no doubt that jeal- 
ousy of the Italian workmen's relation with Sarah E. McDonald 
was the cause of the crime. 

The evidence fixing the degree of guilt was taken out by 
W. S. Mathews, Esq., County Attorney, while I was engaged 
trying the Brainard case in the city of Portland which prevented 
me from taking part in the hearing. In this case the County 
Attorney exhibited much tact and energy in discovering the per- 
petrator of the crime and in bringing the case to a prompt and 
satisfactory conclusion without the intervention of the Court 
furthr than to take out the evidence of degree of guilt. His man- 
agement of the ca§e v/as satisfactory in every respect. 
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STATE vs. ELECTUS OAKES. 

This is the only case in which an indictment had been found 
and was pending when I assumed the duties of my office. A 
full statement of the case was made by Hon. William T. Haines, 
ex- Attorney-General, in his report of 1899-1900, to which I refer 
for the details and particulars. 

In brief, the respondent was convicted of murder in the first 
degree at the September term of court, 1900, holden at Houlton, 
Aroostook county, but on account of the presiding justice having 
failed to charge the jury on the question of manslaughter, excep- 
tions were taken by the counsel for the defense, Hon. Don A. H. 
Powers of Houlton, and the case was carried to the Law Court. 
The exceptions were sustained, the verdict set aside, and the 
defendant granted a new trial. 

When I came to the office in 1901, this case was in order for 
disposal. At that time the respondent was a man of about 
eighty-two years of age. He had then been in confinement for 
nearly three years. The defense offered to retract the former 
plea of not guilty and to enter a plea of manslaughter, if the 
State would accept the same. On a careful examination of the 
details of the case, and having become convinced on examination 
of the evidence that the offense was due in quite a measure to 
anger and excited passions, I deemed it advisable to accept the 
plea of manslaughter rather than put the county to the expense 
of a trial of the cause, with the probable result that a verdict of 
manslaughter would be returned by the jury. 

The case was assigned for trial at the September term of the 
Supreme Judicial Court of Aroostook county, i90i,Fogler J., pre- 
siding, at which time the facts in the case were presented to the 
Court, and my position having been sustained by the Court, the 
defendant retracted his former plea of not guilty and entered a 
plea of manslaughter, which was accepted, and thereupon the 
respondent was sentenced to six months in the county jail at 
Houlton. 

The Court said at the time of imposing sentence, "In imposing 
sentence upon this respondent I take into consideration his 
extreme age and his apparent infirmities of life. I take into 
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consideration the fact that he has now been in jail for more than 
two years. I take into consideration his former life as it has 
been stated by his counsel and which corresponds as I recollect, 
for I went over the case carefully when it was in my hands, with 
the printed record. He is an old, decrepit man. I do not fed 
in such case like imposing a severe sentence. I think that it is 
a case where clemency may properly be exercised and I do exer- 
cise it." 

At this hearing Hon. R. W. Shaw of Houlton, County Attor- 
ney, assisted me in disposing of the matter in hand. Hon. Don 
A. H. Powers appeared for the defendant and ably presented 
his views of the case to the Court. 



STATE vs, GEORGE H. BRAINARD. 

On the 24th day o£ April, 1901, the city of Portland was 
startled with the announcement that one George H. Brainard 
had shot at a number of men at the Telephone Exchange and 
that he had killed two of the parties. The shooting occurred 
in broad daylight, immediately after the noon hour. The offi- 
cers were at once called, and, after a struggle. Officer Frith got 
the respondent under control and arrested him, although before 
he was able to do so the respondent discharged his pistol at and 
upon the officer. Of the five m^en whom the respondent shot, 
three recovered and two died from the effects of the shooting : to 
wit, Isaiah H. Farnham and Earl M. Buxton. 

It appears from the evidence presented at the trial that George 
H. Brainard, the respondent, had charge of a crew of men who 
were employed by the New England Telephone and Telegraph 
Company at its Exchange rooms in the city of Portland. The 
particular work which was being done at that time, was the 
installation oi new switch-boards. The work had been pro- 
gressing satisfactorily in every way. There was no friction 
among the men of any particular consequence further than fre- 
quently occurs between men and their overseers. On said 24th 
day of April the respondent, shortly after noon, appeared at the 
Exchange rooms and commenced deliberately to discharge his 
pistol at the various workmen present, and while doing so 
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making statements and assertions which, taken in connection 
with other evidence produced, were quite conclusive of the fact 
that he was fully, aware of what he was doing and of the conse- 
quences of his acts. 

At the May term of the Superior Court, 1901, of Cumberland 
county, Bonney, J., presiding, an indictment was found against 
Brainard for the murder of Famham. On the 17th day of 
May the Court assigned Hon. Enoch Foster and Levi Greenleaf, 
Esq., both of Portland, as counsel for the respondent. Immedi- 
ately counsel for the defense filed a notice that a plea of insanity 
would be offered by the respondent, and thereupon the respond- 
ent was ordered into the custody of the superintendent of the 
Maine Insane Hospital, to be detained and observed until further 
orders from the Court. At the September term of the Superior 
Court the respondent was arraigned and a plea of not guilty 
by reason of insanity was entered. On the 30th day of Septem- 
ber the case was opened to the jury. 

The officials of the State on the first presentation of this case 
to the jury were not satisfied in their own minds as to the mental 
condition of the respondent on the 24th day of April when the 
shooting occurred. That he might or might not at that time 
have been responsible for his acts w^as a serious question with ' 
the State officials. The respondent had been under observation 
at the Insane Asylum and able and competent experts had 
expressed their opinion to the effect that the respondent was not 
responsible for his acts. This state of doubt on the part of the 
officials at the trial of the case, continued in a greater or less 
degree until the evidence for the defense was put in. The testi- 
mony of the relatives of the respondent, and of the workmen 
employed with him, at once aroused suspicion as to the plea of 
insanity. As the evidence for the defense progressed this sus- 
picion ripened into the firm belief that the respondent was feign- 
ing, and that at the time of the shooting, he was entirely respon- 
sible for his acts. Besides the relatives who testified, the defense 
put on as experts Drs. Thayer, Sanborn, Jelly and Lane. I 
became so thoroughly convinced of the sanity of the 'respondent, 
after hearing the evidence of the defense, supplemented by the 
evidence in rebuttal on the part of the State, that I sought to 
present to the jury all of the facts in the case from the stand- 
point of sanity. 
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The case was ably defended by the respondent's counsel, 
Messrs. Foster and Greenleaf, and every phase of the same bear- 
ing on the insanity theory was presented with much force. 

The case was given to the jury on the 7th day o£ October 
and a verdict of murder in the first degree was returned. On 
the 8th day of October the Court imposed sentence of imprison- 
ment and labor in State's Prison for and during the term of the 
respondent's natural life. 

Jealousy of the workmen whom Brainard thought were being 
advanced over him in the company's service, was evidently the 
leading cause of the commission of the crime. 

As in the Edward Graffam case, the County Attorney, Robert 
T. Whitehouse, Esq., rendered the most valuable assistance in 
the trial of the cause. The case was thoroughly prepared by 
him and presented to the jury in a careful, logical and lucid 
manner 



STATE vs. ALEXANDER TERRIO. 

On April 11, 1901, as a crew of lumbermen were passing over 
the tote road leading from Asquith Station on the C. P. R. R. 
towards Brassua pond, at a point about a mile and one-half dis- 
tant from Asquith Station, they discovered the body of a person 
lying very close to the road and almost wholly covered by snow, 
ice and bushes. The weather having been somewhat warm, the 
snow and ice had partially melted away, exposing to view part 
of the coat and the extremities of one hand. Notice was at once 
given to the proper authorities and on examination it was found 
that the body was that of Matthias Pare. 

Pare was a Frenchman about twenty years of age, who had 
for the past two years been coming to the State of Maine from 
the Provinces to work in the woods during the winter season. 
He came, as usual, in the fall of 1900 and engaged work with 
one Sylvere Gaudet. On the 8th day of March, which was 
Friday, Pare was paid for his winter's work, to wit : a due-bill 
fnr $106.58 and cash' $1.50. On the 9th, he came out of the 
woods and on the following day (Sunday) got his due-bill 
cashed at Kineo and remained through Sunday at Mr. Gaudet's 
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house at Moose River, starting the next morning (Monday) 
for Canada. 

It appears by the evidence, that Pare and the respondent had 
some conversation on Sunday. No one was near enough to 
hear what was said, but it was well known among Fare's friends 
that he had gotten his due-bill cashed and that he had his money 
with him, amounting at least to $102.50. On starting out Mon- 
day he made two calls along the road leading from Moose River 
settlement, and finally got on the team of one Parent and rode 
to the Piers at Brassua pond. At that point Parent directed 
him by the shortest way, the cookee's road leading across the 
pond to the tote road and by the tote road to Asquith Station. 
Parent, who directed him on his way, was the last man who saw 
him alive. 

It appears that the respondent Terrio had a pair of snow- 
shoes which were of unequal size. Joe Murray, starting out 
from his home early Monday morning and passing over his trail 
leading from Moose river to the westerly side of Brassua pond, 
noticed snov/-shoe tracks and recognized them as being similar 
to those made by Terrio's snow-shoes with which he, was 
familiar. He noticed that when following along his trail the 
tracks reaching the easterly shore of Brassua pond, diverged 
southerly and westerly from the trail, which was in the direction 
of the place where Parens body was found. 

Terrio claims that on the day of Pare's disappearance, he was 
chopping wood back of his house in the forenoon, but those 
passing along the road did not hear any chopping, and that in 
the afternoon he remained at home and was employed in laying 
a floor in his house, but it was found that the floor had been laid 
prior to that date. It was found that Terrio paid out consider- 
able money immediately after the disappearance of Pare, but he 
claimed that the money which he paid out was a part ofl a sum 
of money which he had buried in the cellar of his house and 
v/hich he brought from Madison when he first came to Moose 
River settlement some two years prior. 

It appears from evidence, including Tcrrio's own statements, 
that he was not at home on Monday ; also a careful examination 
of the place where Terrio claimed his money was buried dis- 
closed none, although he claimed after his arrest that a part of 
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it was still buried in his cellar. His expenditures of money 
immediately following the disappearance of Pare, taken with the 
money which was found in his possession, was very near the 
sum which Pare had when he started for home. 

It was found on examination of Pare's body, that he had 
received three shots, and besides, his skull was fractured and 
crushed in and his throat pierced by some sharp instrument. A 
shell was found close by the body. A microscopic photograph 
of the primer of the shell, made by Dr. Whittier of Brunswick, 
compared exactly with a microscopic photograph of the end of 
the firing-pin in Terrio's rifle, showing characteristic and similar 
markings in both. 

Tlie forenoon that Pare started out for Canada, one Simeon 
Newton, who was at Asquith Station, started north over the tote 
road, in an opposite direction from that pursued by Pare, and 
reached the point where Pare's body was found evidently but 
a few moments after the assault had been made, for the snow 
was trodden with snow-shoe tracks, and besides, passing along 
over the road, a few rods northerly from where the body of 
Pare was found, Newton saw snow-shoe tracks crossing the 
road and noticed their unequal size, and saw a man moving 
away in the woods some ten rods from the tote road westerly. 
This man, although Newton saw only his back, made such an 
impression on him, from the manner in which he walked, that a 
very short time afterwards when Terrio appeared in the camp 
where Newton was employed, he recognized Terrio as the man 
whom he saw where Pare's body was found. 

At the September term of the Supreme Judicial Court, 1901, 
of Somerset county, Emery, J., presiding, an indictment was 
found against Alexander Terrio for the murder of Matthias 
Pare, to which indictment he pleaded not guilty^ The Court 
assigned Messrs. McGillicuddy & Morey of Lewiston, as counsel 
for the respondent, who defended their client with great skill. 
On the 5th day of November the case was submitted to the jury. 
A large mass of evidence having been taken out, both by the 
State and by the defense, and the case having been presented at 
length to the jury, on November 12th a verdict of guilty of 
murder in the first degree was returned. On the day following 
the respondent filed a motion that the verdict be set aside, which 
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motion was overruled by the Court and the case was continued 
marked 'Xaw." At the September term of Court,. 1902, a new 
motion was filed, that the verdict be set aside and a new^ trial 
granted because since said trial, new, competent, and material 
evidence had been discovered, which motion, on the 30th day 
of said term, was overruled and the respondent appealed from 
the decision of the presiding justice. Thereupon the case was 
continued marked "Law" to await the action of the Law Court 
sitting in December, 1902, where said motions will be heard. 

This was a hard fought case, both from the standpoint of the 
government and of the defense. Sheriff Pennell and his depu- 
ties examined into the case with the utmost fidelity and unceas- 
ing vigor. The details of the case were prepared and presented 
with much ability by George W. Cower, Esq., County Attorney, 
who was of great assistance in trying the case. He further sug- 
gested the microscopic examination of the firing-pin of Terrio's 
rifle and of the primer of the shell found near the body of Pare, 
for the purpose of discovering similar and corresponding mark- 
ings on each, which examination was successfully conducted by 
Dr. Whittier, who demonstrated beyond question that the end 
of the firing-pins of rifles leave their characteristic markings on 
the primer of exploded shells. 



STATE vs, HENRY LAMBERT. 

On the evening of May 12, 1901, the farm buildings of J. Wes- 
ley Allen of Shirley were destroyed by fire and subsequent 
events showed conclusively that the remains of Allen with his 
wife and daughter were largely consumed in the flames. On the 
morning of the 13th a neighbor passing the premises first learned 
that the buildings were burned. The neighbors assembled at 
once and at first assumed that the fire was caused by accident and 
that the members of the family had accidentally lost their lives 
in the flames. But a careful examination of the remains of Mr. 
Allen found on the location of the barn floor, and the later dis- 
covery of two large pools of blood in the yard some twenty-five 
feet from the barn, with various other details, at once showed 
that a terrible tragedy had taken place. Who could have been 
the author of the deed was at first a mystery. There seemed to 
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be no due to follow and no person to whom the crime could be 
attributed. It was shortly remembered that the respondent had 
formerly been employed at the Allen place and that he was 
familiar with the premises, and had shortly before occupied a 
camp in the vicinity of the Allen place. 

The statements of the respondent as to his whereabouts on the 
night of the tragedy, and his course from Greenville some nine 
miles distant from the Allen place to his boarding place on the 
Lake Road, so-called, some three miles distant from the Allen 
place, aroused strong suspicion of guilt. The statements made 
by him in relation to his clothing, umbrella and rubbers on exam- 
ination were found not to be true, as well as his statements in 
relation to returning home by the C. P. R. R. and the Lake Road, 
for evidence was shortly discovered showing conclusively that he 
started for Shirley over the B. & A. R. R. Tracks were also 
discovered leading from the B. & A. R. R. over various logging 
roads to a point just back of the Allen place. Similar tracks 
were also discovered at the camp located near the Allen place. 
The camp mentioned had been broken into. It was not dis- 
covered that anything had been taken, but there was found a 
partial box of blazer matches on the table. It was soon learned 
that the respondent had purchased blazer matches at Greenville 
on the day of the murder. 

It appeared from the evidence, that the respondent reached his 
boarding place on the night of the tragedy in the neighborhood 
of 10 o'clock, although this point was persistently fought by the 
defense. The firing of the buildings, from the evidence pre- 
sented by the State, must have occurred in the vicinity of 9 
o'clock or perhaps a very little after. As testified to by his board- 
ing-master, the respondent when he reached his boarding place 
on the evening of the fire, was exceedingly sweaty and warm. 
The condition of his stockings as compared with that of his shoes 
showed a remarkable contrast. The fibre of his stockings was 
packed full of mud, while the shoes, which were new ones, did 
not show any mud or scratches of any kind. 

The theory of the State was that the respondent left Green- 
ville in the afternoon, passed down the B. & A. R. R. to what 
is termed the Bully Opening, and leaving the track there passed 
by various logging roads to the Allen place. He evidently had 
on his rubbers during the passage of the logging roads, as 
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appeared from rubber tracks discovered in several places. The 
respondent claimed to have left Greenville for his boarding place 
near the hour of six in the afternoon, and that he passed over 
the C. P. R. R. tracks as far as the Lake Road at King's cross- 
ing, thence up the Lake Road to his boarding house, which would 
be a distance of about six miles. The time of day in which he 
would have to pass over the Lake Road was such that had he 
done so he would have been seen all along the road. For a day 
or two prior to this time the weather had been lowery, but the 
sun broke through the clouds and the latter part of the day was 
warm and pleasant and many of the people along the road were 
out in their yards during the time which he must have covered 
in passing over the road if he had done so. The unanimous 
testimony of these people was that no one passed over the road 
toward's Smith's, the respondent's boarding place, during the 
house in which the respondent claimed he passed over the road. 

I put the case in the hands of Capt. T. E. Hartnett very shortly 
after the deed was perpetrated. On examining the clothing of 
the respondent at his boarding place Capt. Hartnett found there 
a mutilated white shirt, the only one which Lambert possessed, 
and which had been soaked with perspifation to the extent that 
it had become discolored and disfigured by the coloring matter 
from his supenders and from his outside clothing. 

The motive in the case on the part of the respondent was his 
passion for Carrie Allen. His utterances sometime prior to the 
deed, which were fully substantiated out of the mouths of two or 
three witnesses, showed conclusively that he had an overwhelm- 
ing passion for the girl. 

Great credit is due to Capt. Hartnett in the examination of the 
case and in his success in discovering evidence pointing con- 
clusively to the respondent as the guilty party. 

At the September term of the Supreme Judicial Court, 1901, 
for Piscataquis county, Strout, T., presiding, the case was pre- 
sented to the grand jury which returned a bill against the 
respondent for the murder of T. Wesley Allen, and on the 30th 
day of September he was arraigned and entered a plea of not 
guilty. The Court appointed Henry Hudson, Esq., of Guilford, 
as counsel for the respondent. At an adjourned session of the 
Court : to wit, on November 19, the case was opened to the jury. 
The evidence of the State was necessarily long and complicated, 
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but in its progress wove an irresistible web about the respondent 
which could not be broken by the defense, although the greatest 
eflFort was made by the counsel for the respondent to do so. On 
the 4th day of December after a continuous trial of fourteen 
days, the jury returned a verdict of guilty of murder in the first 
degree. On the following day a motion for a new trial was filed, 
by the respondent, which motion was over-ruled and the respond- 
ent appealed therefrom. The case went forward to the Law 
Court where it was argued July lo, 1902, at Portland, and is now 
awaiting the decision of the Court. 

Hon. M. L. Durgin, county attorney of Piscataquis county, 
gave his closest and most careful attention to the case from the 
time of the perpetration of the crime to the end of the trial. He 
rendered me great assistance In marshalling the facts and pre- 
senting the same to the jury. Although during the progress of 
the trial of the case he lost his son and only child, nevertheless he 
returned to the trial of the case and continued his assistance 
to its close. He is entitled to great credit for his services in the 
case. 



STATE vs, WILLIAM T. TREWORGY. 

Sarah Ware, a resident of Bucksport, in the county of Han- 
cock, left Mrs. Miles^s house, the place where she was living, on 
the evening of September 17, 1898, to go to one John Buldoc's 
by Pond street to make a call. After making the call she was 
seen near Bnldoc's and was traced a short distance back towards 
her home. The night was dark and foggy. The next day Mrs. 
Miles gave information to the respondent that Sarah Ware had 
left her home and had not returned, but it does not appear that 
he m.ade any search for her, although he was familiar at the 
Miles household. Inquiries were made from time to time until 
finally the neighbors and friends of Sarah Ware, having had 
their suspicions of foul play aroused, started out a searching 
party October 2, 1898. 

There is a narrow lane running at right angles with and from 
the head of Pond street, which streets leads from the Miles house 
to the street leading to the Buldoc house in Bucksport. The 
lane w^as nearly its whole length thickly lined with high alders 
on both sides, and extended up over the hill to a piece of woods 
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and beyond. On said second day of. October the body of Sarah 
Ware was found a third of a mile up this lane in a small opening 
surrounded by thick alder bushes some few rods from the lane. 
Small alders were broken down and marks of a passing vehicle 
were visible. 

A casual observance of the body showed conclusively that 
there had been foul play. The bones of one side of the face 
were broken and the skull fractured. The remains were so 
decomposed that it was difficult to recognize them as those of 
Sarah Ware, but an examination of the clothing and other details 
made it conclusive that they were the remains of Sarah Ware. 

The officers took the matter in hand and finally the respondent 
was arrested as the perpetrator of th^ crime. From the evidence, 
it was shown that on the evening of the disappearance of Sarah 
Ware, loud cries as of s<'>meor>e in distress, were heard in the 
immediate vicinity of the house of Mrs. Hass on Pond street, 
at about the hour when Sarah Ware would be expected to return. 

One Joseph Fogg, Jr., finally divulged the fact that on the 
evening of September 21 following the disappearance of Sarah 
Ware, the respondent driving from his shop on Pine street, 
accosted him and requested his assistance in moving a body. 
Fogg acquiesced, got on the jigger with the respondent and 
proceeded on to Pond street easterly to the lane and about forty 
rods up the lane, where the respondent stopped his team, got 
over the fence, and moved a bundle or body wrapped in a canvas 
onto the jigger, then proceeded flurther up the lane, turned into 
a pasture on the right and after driving in among some alder 
bushes, deposited the bundle or body at the place where the body 
of Sarah Ware was found. After depositing the body the 
respondent drove out into the lane, back towards the village, and 
threatened Fogg, as claimed by him, that if he ever made men- 
tion of the fact he (Fogg) would go the same way. Fogg gave 
his testimony on the stand in relation to the removal of the body, 
but later, having been frightened and threatened, retracted his 
story and denied his entire statements made under oath on the 
stand. 

It appeared from the evidence, also, that before the body was 
found Fogg made mention of the fact to his mother and cousin^ 
that he had assisted in removing a body, and on hearing that the 

2 
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body had been found, at once took a short cut through the woods 
direct to the point, which he could not have done had he not 
known the location of the place. There was evidence also, irom 
another source, that the respondent did start out with his jigger 
and take Fogg on it, as asserted by Fogg. 

The fracture of the skull of the victim was circular and exactly 
the size of the face of a hammer. A hammer wa-s afterwards 
foimd in the carriage ot[ Treworg>% as also a piece of canvas 
which had dark stains on it. That part of the canvas having the 
stains was removed but later disappeared, as also the hammer, 
and no trace of them could be found. It appeared, also, from 
the testimony of Fogg, that the respondent had a large piece of 
canvas on his jigger at the time of the claimed removal of the 
body. 

The trunk of the victim which she had always used was care- 
fully searched immediately after the body, was found and every 
article therein carefully shaken out, but no money was found. 
Later when it was discovered that the victim had received nearly 
sixty dollars a short time prior to her disappearance, and that a 
search was being made for the same, a further examination of 
the trunk disclosed a roll of money amounting to $45. It 
appeared, also, that Treworgy occupied an adjoining room in 
the Miles house to that of Sarah Ware for some day;^ between 
the periods of the two searches made. The rooms connected 
by a door and no one occupied the Ware room in the meantime. 

The victim usually carried a hand-satchel. She had two hand- 
satchels, one an old one and the other comparatively new which 
she wore on the evening of her disappearance. When the trunk 
was first searched the room was searched also and every piece 
of furniture moved. Later and at about the same time the money 
was found in the tnmk, one of the hand-satchels was found under 
one of the bureaus, which was not there when the first search 
was made. 

The evidence showed that the respondent had made very 
many statements of an inculpatory nature. The respondent at 
the preliminary hearing was bound over for the murder of Sarah 
Ware. After Joseph Fogg retracted his first statement he was 
arrested for perjury and cast into the county jail at Ellsworth 
where he immediately reverted to his first statement and from 
that time to the time of the final trial of the case remained con- 
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stant to his first story. On the strength of the complaint for 
perjury against Joseph Fogg the respondent was released, as 
also was Joseph Fogg, although nothing appeared to warrant 
his release if the allegations which were made against him were 
true. The preliminary hearing wks had prior to my coming to 
the office of attorney general. 

The disappearance of Sarah Ware, the discovery of her body, 
and the disposition of the case, as hereinbefore stated, taken in 
connection with the first statement of Joseph Fogg, his retraction, 
and afterwards his assertion of the truth of his first statement, 
and other evidence appearing in the case, stirred up as great 
excitement in Bucksport and in the county of Hancock, as per- 
haps has ever been witnessed in any murder case within the State. 
The citizens of Hancock county, who desired to see justice done 
in the matter, persistently demanded, from the time of the release 
of the respondent and of Joseph Fogg after the preliminary hear- 
ing, that the matter should be brought before the courts. To 
allay this excitement, I deemed it only just and right that the 
facts in the case should be presented to the grand jury and a 
careful sifting of them had. This having been done, the grand 
jury returned an indictment against William T. Treworgy for 
the murder of Sarah Ware. At the April term of the supreme 
judicial court, 1902, the respondent was arraigned and pleaded 
not guilty, and thecourt assigned Oscar F. Fellows, Esq., of Bucks- 
port, assisted by Charles J. Hutchings, Esq., of Brewer, as coun- 
sel for the respondent, who on the trial of the cause presented 
a successful defense for their client. On the 15th day of July 
at said adjourned term, the case was presented to the jury. Both 
the State and the defense put in a large mass of evidence, a con- 
siderable portion of which by reason of the lapse of time since 
the tragedy occurred, and by reason of the intense feeling engen- 
dered, was more or less conflicting. On the 24th day, oi July 
the case was given to the jury which, after being out for sixteen 
hours, returned a verdict of not guilty. 

I was assisted by Bedford E. Tracy, Esq., county attorney, 
who, with true instincts of his duty as county attorney, had 
brought 4he case before the proper tribunal and there carefully 
and ably marshalled the evidence for the State, which was no 
slight task because of the long time that had elapsed since the 
commission of the deed. 
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STATE VS. HERBERT E. HOLBROOK 

Herbert E. Holbrodc and his wife resided with his parents in 
Wilton. Quite early on the morning of Sept. 9, 1902, Mrs. Hol- 
brook, the mother, was startled by two pistol shots in the cham- 
ber occupied by her son and his wife, Josephine E. Holbrook. 
For a day or two prior there had been considerable friction 
between Herbert E. Holbrook and his wife occasioned by his 
accusation of her infidelity to him. The mother on hearing the 
shots immediately went into the room of her son and found his 
wife lying on the floor unconscious. In a few moments Dr. 
Adams was called in and on examination found that Josephine 
E. Holbrook had been fatally wounded. She had been shot 
through the upper portion of her forehead by her husband Her- 
bert E. Holbrook. The victim did not regain consciousness and 
died some seven or eight hours after the shooting. 

The respondent when confronted with the charge of shooting 
his wife, claimed that she had discharged the pistol at him first 
and then turned it on herself : that he was on the bed when she 
fired it at him. From the evidence it appeared that no indica- 
tions of a pistol ball were to be found in that part of the rocwn 
where Holbrook was lying on the bed. The testimony further 
disclosed that there were two shots fired both of j which shots 
were accounted for, one having passed through the partition of 
the room on that side where the victim was found lying and evi- 
dently did not touch her, the other shot was that which the 
victim received and which caused her death. 

The evidence also disclosed that the victim at the time of the 
shooting was replacing her outside garments with a bicycle suit, 
evidently for the purpose of going out on her wheel. The 
revolver which was used was found by her side and in an 
unnatural position, assuming that she shot herself. The powder 
stains in the face of the victim were very slight showing that 
the revolver was held at a distance of at least three feet from her 
face when the fatal shot was fired. The evidence also disclosed 
that she could not have held the revolver in her own hand, other- 
wise her face would have been burned and filled with pow- 
der to a much greater extent than appeared. Besides the wound 
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was not located in that part of the head which would be natural 
in case she discharged the pistol upon herself. 

The respondent had used and carried fire-arms for many years 
and was quite regardless of the safety of others in the use of 
them. 

The evidence further disclosed that the motive for the deed 
was jealousy of his wife, coupled with a reckless and criminal 
disposition. 

The respondent was taken into custody immediately after the 
shooting and the evidence was presented to the g^and jury at 
the September term of the supreme judicial court of Franklin 
county, Whitehouse, J., presiding. The grand jury returned an 
indictment against the respondent for the murder of his wife. 
On the 6th day of Octobei-, 1902. the case was opened to the 
jury, the court having appointed Hon. Cyrus N. Blanchard, of 
Wilton, as counsel for the respondent, who faithfully and ably 
defended his client. 

The main defense was a plea of not guilty by reason of 
insanity. The shooting by the respondent was not strenuously 
denied. A mass of evidence was introduced by the defense to 
show that the respondent had exhibited strange and peculiar con- 
duct for many years, indicative of insanity ; that he had suffered 
from early life from epilepsy ; that he was very much addicted 
to the use of alcoholic drinks ; that he indulged in morphine, and 
that he was subject to syphilis. 

The State did not controvert any of these claims, but met them 
by presenting a large number of witnesses who had been 
acquainted with the respondent for years and who denied that he 
had shown any peculiarities other than those exhibited by other 
men, further than his rash and careless conduct in the use of 
fire-arms, and in his bad conduct generally. It further developed 
that he had been engaged in the liquor business for some years 
prior to this event. 

On the tenth day of October, all the evidence having been 
taken out and the case having been presented to the jury, a verdict 
was returned df guilty of murder in the second degree and on 
the same day the court sentenced the respondent to imprison- 
ment and labor in the States Prison for the period of his natural 
life. 

H. S. Wing, Esq., county attorney, marshalled the facts in the 
case and rendered valuable assistance at the trial. 
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The following additional homicides have been committed con- 
cerning which, at the present time, no definite action has been 
taken by this office, since they have not yet reached that point 
where I have been called to act thereon, viz. : 



MARTIN STANTON. 

Martin Stanton, in the county of Piscataquis, with one Edward 
Ballard started out on the loth day of October from Marsh's 
Camp at Eagle lake. Stanton's body was afterwards found, 
showing that there had been foul play. He had been shot. 
Edward Ballard was followed up and proof developed so strong 
against him that he was arrested for the murder of Martin 
Stanton. 

JOHN MCELWEE. 
In the case of John McElwee, who left his home in Aroostook 
county in July last and whose body was found in Range 7, Town- 
ship 5, October i6th, it has been conclusively shown that he 
came to his death by unlawful means. This case has been exam- 
ined into and while no person has been arrested, yet there is 
some evidence pointing towards the guilty party. 



WILLIAM THOMPSON, ALIAS WILLIAM RILEY, O^ CHELSEA, MASS. 

In this case a break was made in a store at Coal Kiln Comer, 
Scarboro, cotmty of Cumberland, on the morning of October 28, 
1902, and property taken therefrom. The first knowledge that 
was had of the matter was early in the morning of said October 
28th, when William Thompson, alias William Riley, appeared at 
a farmhouse some distance from Coal Kiln Comer and asked for 
help. He had been shot and died from the effects of it. Enough 
evidence developed to show that Thompson, with two pals, made 
the break and it is supposed from the little evidence gathered, 
that the fatal shot was the result of a dispute between the par- 
ties. The two parties with Thompson have not been located 
as yet. The officers have been on the lookout for them since 
the commission of the deed. 
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OLIVE H. BROAD. 

In the case of Olive H. Broad, whose dead body was found 
on the 2ist day of August, 1902, a short distance from the main 
traveled road in Cornish, county of York, it appears that she 
was returning home from a neighboring town in the latter part 
of the afternoon. On examination it was found that sh^ had 
come to her death by a pistol shot. 

Great care has been taken in this case, as also in the former 
cases, to discover the perpetrator of the crime. As yet there 
has not been evidence enough developed to warrant an arrest. 

The evident motive in these cases was robbery. 



DETECTIVE WORK. 

Acting on the recommendation of my predecessor, Hon. 
William T. Haines, in his report of 1899-1900, the legislature 
of 1901 made an annual appropriation of $1,500, to be placed at 
the disposal of the Attorney-General for the apprehension and 
arrest of criminals. The recommendation was a most excellent 
one and it is surprising that some such provision had not been 
made before for the suppression of crime. As suggested in Mr. 
Haines' recommendation, public sentiment seems quick to criti- 
cize the expense of prosecuting crime. I anticipate from the 
information which I have been able to gather during the past 
two years, that criminals from other states have been aware of 
the laxness that has pertained in this State on the part of officials 
who should be most alert in ferreting out crime. 'Murders, bank 
robberies, and burglaries have been frequent and startling within 
this State. The fact that our lines of communication are almost 
wholly along the southern line of the State, gives larger oppor- 
tunities for the criminal to secrete himself and escape the officers 
before communication can be had, sufficient to surround him. 

In many of the counties there has been great laxness on the 
part of the officials, to move swiftly in criminal cases. In many 
instances where officials have faithfully and promptly acted in 
such matters and have spent days and expended money in ferret- 
mg out crime, their bills have frequently been cut down to a 
minimum. Hence, on the occurrence of serious crime officials 
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have not felt like taking hold of the matter promptly and devot- 
ing considerable time thereto. 

I have informed the various sheriffs in the State that in case 
of serious crime in their coimties, to take prompt action and to 
leave no stone unturned to secure the guilty party, and that in 
such cases I would see that the officials were reimbursed for 
their time and expenses, according to the provisions "of chapter 
162, Public Laws of 1901, but not, however, releasing the county 
where such crimes might occur from bearing the proper expenses 
incurred. 

During the past years the appropriation hereinbefore stated 
has been of great assistance to me. In the case of the murder 
of the Allen family in Piscataquis county herein reported, the 
guilty party would now be at large had it not been for this fund. 
I was enabled to employ a detective and put him on the case at 
once. Had I not done so the most valuable and convincing 
evidence of the State would have been lost and the respondent 
would have gone clear. In two or three murder cases where 
detective work has not accomplished so much as in the Allen 
case, nevertheless it has been of great assistance to me in bring- 
ing the guilt}' party to justice. I question if the State has appro- 
priated a like sum in any other direction which has been of so 
much general value as the appropriation for the detection of 
criminals. 

Of the appropriation for the year 1901 I have approved the 
expenditure of $585.08, for 1902 $872.58. 



CORONERS' INQUESTS. 

In my predecessor's last report he called the attention of the 
legislature to the unsatisfactory work of coroners' inquests. I 
have had very much the same experience as my predecessor. 
However, I am disposed to believe that the difficulty does not lie 
so much with the laws governing coroners' inquests as with the 
officials whose duty it is to exercise them. It is true that many- 
inquests are worse than useless and frequently are very expensive 
to the county wherein they are held, but such unsatisfactory 
results arise from the inefficiency or inertness of the officials to 
make the most and best use of the powers given them. 
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In some cases which have occurred during the past two years 
the coroners' inquests have accomplished good results and have 
brought out the facts of the case under examination with a g^eat 
deal of clearness. In other cases the inquests had better never 
been held, because no effort was made to get at the evidence 
carefully, and the results were a jumble of evidence which 
amounted to little or nothing. Hence, my conclusion is, as above 
stated, that the inefSciency of coroners' inquests arises almost 
solely from the lack of attention, care and alertness which should 
be exercised by the officials in charge of them. If provisions 
could be made which would result in holding coroners' inquests 
up tot he full measure of their authority in performing their 
duties, then I believe all criticism of them would disappear. 



FRANCHISE TAXES. 

Under the provisions of chapter 229, section 7 of the Public 
Laws of 1901, the State Treasurer in March of this year trans- 
mitted to this office the names of 546 corporations that had not 
paid their franchise taxes for the year 1901. I immediately 
made demand on these delinquent corporations, so far as they 
could be found, to pay the tax then overdue. The result has 
been that 149 corporations have paid their taxes, amounting to 
$2,835, 21W c^f which sum lias been covered into the State treas- 
ury, and 152 have been excused from making further returns, 
as provided under section 36 of chapter 46 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. Doubtless the balance are dead and the tax against them 
cannot be collected. 

The situation in relation to franchise taxes in the year 1901 
was somewhat phenomenal. For a period of nearly forty years 
corporations had been formed under the general law and while 
a method was provided by which they, might have been relieved 
from making returns to the State, by filing applications to be 
excused, or might have been dissolved under adjudication of the 
courts, nevertheless there y^'as nothing which required corpo- 
rations to pursue either of these courses. The result was that 
2,281 corporations had ceased to do business and that nearly the 
whole of them, at the time of the passage of the franchise tax 
law in 1901, were virtually dead, but they still remained on the 
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State books as going coqx)rations. In most cases no dficials 
had been elected for years, hence it was impossible to get the 
exact status of such corporations and to collect taxes therefrom. 

While the law of 1901 provided that in case of the non-pay- 
ment of the franchise tax for a period of six months after the 
same became due, this office should at once bring suit for the 
forfeiture of the charter of such corporation, it did not provide 
for the expense of carrying on the suits. I deemed it advisable, 
therefore, to pursue such delinquent corporations in another 
direction; that is, to collect the franchise tax from all such cor- 
porations as had property or were doing business, and to recom- 
mend to the legislature that a law be passed at this session for- 
feiting the charters of such delinquent corporations which had 
failed to pay their franchise tax for 1901, where such corpora- 
tions have not been seasonably excused or dissolved. Suits could 
not have been brought against such corporations without incur- 
ring an expense to the State of at least ten thousand dollars, had 
there been an appropriation for that purpose. 

Of the large number of dead corporations on the State books 
at the time of assuming the duties of my office I have excused 
1,520. During the two years 69 have been dissolved by decree 
of court. There have been, also, 48 corporations whose charters 
have expired by limitation by reason of their not having com- 
menced business. There remain on the State books at the pres- 
ent time 644 corporaticais concerning which I recommiend that 
the legislature shall pass a law forfeiting their charters. 

By this method all corporations which have not paid their 
franchise tax for the year 1901 will be disposed of without 
expense to the State, and the books of the State will for the 
first time be comparatively cleaned up and be put in the best 
shape possible for future work. An immense amount of work 
has been required to accomplish the foregoing results. But if 
the franchise tax is to prove successful, it is most important that 
corporations should understand that they cannot remain going 
corporations without paying the franchise tax promptly. Such 
a course, systematically followed, will be the means of turning 
into the State treasury many thousands of dollars which other- 
wise would be lost to the State. 

For further information and data relating to corporations and 
the franchise tax, I refer to the office of the Secretary of State. 
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SUIT ON BOND. STATE vs. FRANK A. CREAMER. 

Suit has been commenced by the State treasurer against Frank 
A. Creamer, formerly clerk of courts for Lincoln county, and his 
bond, for non-feasance in office during the years 1890-1900. 
The non-feasance complained of was the failure on the part of 
said Frank A. Creamer during the years 1890- 1900 to transcribe 
the records of the Supreme Judicial Court and the Court of 
County Commissioners for said years. The penal sum of the 
bond is $8,000, and the probable expense of completing the 
records will be, approximately, $1500. The bondsmen have 
expressed their willingness to pay the expense of transcribing the 
records when the amount can be definitely ascertained. 



Printed herewith may be found, also the tables usually accom- 
panying the attorney-general's report, relating to crime in the 
various counties and the expense of prosecuting the same. 



I have submitted many written and oral opinions during the 
two years of my official term, concerning matters relating to the 
departments of the State and other matters, the most important 
of which are the following. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEORGE M. SEIDERS, 

Attorney-General. 
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OPINIONS. 



TENURE OF OFFICE OF THE MEMBERS OF THE 
BOARD OF STATE ASSESSORS. 

The tenure of office of a member of the Board of State Assess- 
ors is for the legislative term or period, or multiple thereof. It 
is not controlled by the date of qualification but by the l^slative 
term, or a multiple thereof, and the qualification of a successor 
in office. 

March, 1901. 
To the Board of State Assessors: 

Gentlemen : — I herewith submit to you my opinion relating to 
the tenure of office of the members of the Board of State Assess- 
ors, which questiai had been raised by reason of the election and 
qualification of Hon. F. M. Simpson as a member of the State 
Board, to succeed Hon. William C. Marshall who claims that his 
term of office expires in accordance with the date of the first 
qualification in his term; to wit, April 2, 190 1. William C. 
Marshall >vras elected to succeed himself January 7, 1897, and 
qualified July 7, 1897, for the period of four years. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

The following parties were elected by the Legislature April i, 
1891 and qualified as such officials on April 2, 1891, imder the 
State assessors act establishing a\ Board of State Assessors, 
Chapter 103, Public Laws of 1891 : 

Otis Hayford, for six years, 

Frank Oilman,* for four years, 

B. F. Chadboume, for two years. 

Frank Oilman deceased and Hall C. Burleigh was appointed 

by the Oovemor, March 8, 1892, and qualified the same date, to 

fill out that portion of Oilman's period of office until the next 

Legislature, when his successor should be elected and qualified. 
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Halite. Burleigh was elected to succeed himself January 19^ 
1893, for two years, to fill out the balance of Oilman's unexpired 
term of office. He qualified Feb. 7, 1893. 

Hall C. Burleigh was re-elected to succeed himself, for six 
years, January 3, 1895, and qualified April 3, 1895. 

Hall C. Burleigh deceased during his term of office and 
WiUiam C. Marshall was appointed by the Governor June 5^ 
1895, and qualified June 6, 1895, to ^^^ out the unexpired term of 
Hall C. Burleigh until the next Legislature when his successor 
should be elected and qualified.' 

William C. Marshall was elected to succeed himself January 7, 
1897 and qualified July 7, 1897, for four years, to wit : for the 
remaining unexpired term of Hall C. Burleigh, which term of 
William C. Marshall expires this winter, to wit: 1901, when his 
successor should be elected and qualified. 

Frank M. Simpson was elected January 3, 1901, for the period 
of six years, and qualified Feb. i, 1901, to succeed in office 

William C. Marshall. 

Otis Hayford was elected April i, 1891, for six years, and 

qualified April 2, 1891. 

Otis' Hayford was re-elected to succeed himself January 7^ 

1897, and qualified April 23, 1897, for six years, and is now 

serving his second term which will expire in the legislative year 

of 1903. 

B. F. Chadboume was elected April i, 1891 and qualified 

April 2, 1 89 1, for two years. 

At the expiration of Chadboume's term of office George Pottle 
was elected January 19, 1893, to succeed said Chadboume, and 
qualified January 20, 1893, for six years. 

George Pottle was re-elected to succeed himself in 1899 and 
qualified March 31, 1899, for the further period of six years. 

The Public Laws of 1891, Chapter 103, establishing the Board 
of State Assessors, among other things provides as follows : 

Section i. A board of state assessors shall be chosen bien- 
nially by the legislature by joint ballot of the senators and repre- 
sentatives in convention, consisting of three members, not more 
than^two of whom shall be taken from the same political party, 
who shall take and subscribe the oath provided by the consti- 
tution of this State, and hold their offices as provided in the 
following section. 
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Section 2. The term of ofiice of said assessors under said first 
section shall be,ione for two years, one for four years, and the 
other for six years, and until their several successors are elected 
and qualified ; and the member having the shortest time to serve 
shall be chairman of the board. Said State assessors shall bd 
elected after the approval of this act by the l^slature now in 
session, and shall hold their first meeting at the State capitol 
within thirty days thereafter. The assessors thereafter elected 
shall hold office for the term of six years each, excepting elec- 
tions made to fill unexpired terms. 

Sectic«i 4. Any two of said board shall have authority to 
transact all business appertaining to their office, but all three 
must be duly notified of each and every meeting for the trans- 
action of business. In case of the death, resignation, refusal or 
inability to serve of any one or more of said board, the Governor, 
with advice and cc«isent of the council, shall, as soon as may be, 
fill such vacancy by appointment, and the assessor so appointed 
shall hold said office until his successor is elected by .the next 
legislature and qualified. Said board shall hold a meeting at the 
State capitol on the first Tuesday of each month. 

The contention in this case on the part of William C. Marshall 
is, that since the original State assessors act which was enacted 
by the L^slature, in March, 1891, provided that one of the 
board of assessors should be elected for two years, c«ie for four 
years and one for six years, and thereafterwards a member 
should be elected annually for the period of six years, except as 
provided, to fill out unexpired terms, that said Hayford, Oilman 
and Chadboume having been elected on April i, 1891, and 
qualified c«i • April 2, 1891, fixes the absolute date from which 
everafterwards the official period of the several members of the 
board of assessors should be computed, and that from said date, 
to wit: April 2, 1891, full and complete years of twelve months 
each should be reckoned in computing the term of office ; in other 
words, that the term of office of each and every assessor on said 
board, when it did expire, would fall on April 2d ; and since the 
term of office to which Mr. Marshall was elected January 7, 1897, 
for a period of four years, and qualified July 7, 1897, expires this 
year, that it expires on April 2d, and that he is entitled to hold 
the office and receive the salary therefor to said April 2, 1901. 
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OPINION. 

The real questions which confront us, relate to the Umitation of 
the tenure of office of Mr. Marshall, to wit : is Mr. Marshall's 
term of office controlled by the exact date of his election, by the 
exact period of four years of 12 months each, commencing on the 
second day of April, 1897, or by the election and qualification of 
his successor, Mr. Simpson in 1901, during which year and at 
some definite point, the official term of Mr. Marshall expires 

beyond a doubt. 

First : Does the date of election alone have any bearing as to 
the exact day and date when Mr. Marshall's official term as State 
assessor expired? I think not. His election marked a period 
of time, to wit : a legislative period of time or multiple thereof 
during which he was to serve as such official when he qualified 
to act in that position. Hence the precisedate of Mr. Marshajl's 
election can have no bearing on the question before us further 
than to fix the legislative unit or multiple thereof of his official 
term. 

Second : Does the date of qualification of the first board of 
State assessors, to wit: April 2, 1891, taken in connection with 
the provisions of the act establishing the board which provides 
that "the term of office of said assessors under said first section 
shall be one for two years, one for four years, and the other for 
six years and imtil their several successors are elected and 
qualified,*' and "the assessors thereafter elected shall hold office 
for the term of six years each, excepting elections made to fill 
unexpired terms,' measure the exact period in mcxiths and days 
of the time of Marshall's official tenure as State assessor to which 
he was elected January 7, 1897, for the period of four years? 
I think not and for the following reasons : As a matter of 
legislative history the act providing for a board of State assessors 
was placed before the legislature in the very early part of the 
session of 1891. For various reasons it was delayed and refused 
passage until the very last of the session, and was finally enacted 
approved, and became a law March 26, 1891. 

It is apparent, therefore, from the provisions of the act for 
electing one assessor for two years, one for four years and one 
for six years and thereafterwards the election of a member at 
each L^slature for the period of six years, except as provided 
in case of vacancies, that the Legislature, as well as the authors 
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of the act, had in mind the legislative unit of two years or a 
multiple thereof, and not a specific date at which time the member 
of the board should enter upon his duties and from which date 
said member or his successor should reckon his official period in 
years of twelve months each ; otherwise the I-^egislature would 
have specified the exact date from and to which each member 
should serve. 

Again, how can the date of qualification of the first board, 
to wit: April 2, 1891, be taken as an arbitrary point from 
which to measure the official period in preference to any other 
date of qualification occurring thereaf terwards ? The absurdity 
of this proposition is apparent on inspection of the dates of quali- 
fication of the various members of the board since April 2, 
1 89 1. It appears that after the qualification of the members of 
the first board, to wit: after April 2, 1891, there were no two 
members who ever qualified on the same date. The earliest date 
of qualification in any year is that of George Pottle who qualified 
January 20, 1893, and the latest is that of William C. Marshall 
who qualified July 7, 1897 ; all the other dates of qualification fall 
between these two dates in the several years, showing con- 
clusively that the members of the board never for a moment con- 
sidered that April 2d, cut any more figure as a marking date of 
the commencement or expiration of the term of office than any 
other date of qualification. 

To illustrate ; suppose that Frank Oilman, who was elected on 
the first board, had been on account of sickness or other cause 
delayed in some way from qualifying as assessor until the second 
day of July, 1891, and the other two assessors had qualified as 
they did on April 2, 1891. Could it be claimed that following 
down the line of Frank Oilman every official term of office in that 
Ime would commence and terminate on July 2, and that in the 
lines of Hayford and Chadbourne the official term of office would 
commence and terminate on April 2d ? 

Such a construction placed cm the act of the Legislature would 
be absurd, and yet the claim made by Mr. Marshall leads straight 
to this conclusion. 

We have provisions in our laws that fix the exact commence- 
ment and ending of official periods such as that of the Oovernor 
of the State, and other provisions that provide for officials to be 
elected biennially by the joint vote of the Senate and House of 
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Representatives. In the case of the Governor, "his term of office 
absolutely expires by the hands of the clock. In the case of 
officers elected biennially as provided in the State assessors act. 
Section i, which is equivalent to electing for the period of two, 
four or six years, as provided, the official holds until his successor 
is elected and qualified, as in the case of the Secretary of 
State, Attorney-General, Adjutant-General, State Treasurer, etc. 
Opinion of Justices, 70 Me. pages 590 and 591. 

In the latter cases should a contest occur by reason of which 
the election of such officials should be delayed until the very, last 
of the session of the Legislature, the incumbent would hold over 
until such officials were elected and qualified. But how about 
the official tenure of the newly elected official if at the next Leg- 
islature an election and qualification should be had at the open- 
ing of the legislative session »* Beyond any question of doubt 
or cavil the incumbent would be cut short about three months 
in his term of office. In other words, it is apparent that the 
members of the Board of State Assessors are elected on the same 
basis as the Secretary of State, Attorney-General, Adjutant- 
General, Treasurer, etc., and that they severally hold their office 
until the successor of each of them is elected and qualified, and 
no longer. Hence a prior fixed date of qualification of the 
officials of this class can have nothing to do with the exact period 
of service of such official. 

We m_ust, then, look elsewhere than under the first and second 
heads presented, for the controlling principle, as to the tenure 
of officials elected as provided in the case of State Assess&rs. 

Third : Does the election and qualification of Frank M. Simp- 
son for State Assessor, as successor in office to William C. 
Marshall, have any bearing on the matter in contention ; that is, 
on the tenure of William C. Marshall's term of office? Unques- 
tionably from the process of elimination thus far pursued, taken 
in connection with the provisions of the act establishing the 
Board of State Assessors, the election and qualification of Mr. 
Simpson is conclusive in the premises. What law, provision 
or custom of qualification of State officials even if we may go 
so far, was there to prevent Mr. Simpson being qualified for the 
position of State Assessor after he was duly elected? Surely 
none, and since the act creating the Board of State Assessors 
3 
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does not give exact dates of limitation of the official tenure of 
office, why could not Mr. Simpson take his seat, as soon as he 
qualified for the position to which he was elected ? Unquestion- 
ably he could, but does the act contemplate that the self-same 
position of assessor may be held by two incumbents at the same 
time? In no respect whatever. As set forth under the second 
head, the apparent intention of the L^slature in designating 
two, four, and six years as the period of official service of State 
Assessors, was to make the legislative term of two years, or a 
multiple thereof, the unit of service, but not meaning thereby 
exact years of three hundred and sixty-five days each. 

The act itself so indicates in section two, wherein it provides 
for the official period of service "and until their several suc- 
cessors are elected and qualified." 

Also in section three, which provides in case of appointment 
to fill vacancies on the Board, that "the assessors so appointed 
shall hold said office until his successor is elected by the next 
Legislature and qualified," showing conclusively that it is the 
election and qualification of the successor that terminates the 
incumbent's term of office and not some arbitrary date of quali- 
cation of prior assessors, nor yet the lapse of two, four or six 
years of three himdred and sixty-five days each, as the case may 
be. Hence my conclusion is that Frank M. Simpson on being 
qualified therefor, after having been elected State Assessor as 
successor in office to William C. Marshall, became on the day of 
his qualification the legal State assessor in succession to Mr. 
Marshall, and on the same day the official term of Mr. Marshall 
as State Assessor expired. 

I may state further that in my judgment Mr. Marshall is 

entitled to his full four years* salary, and no more, he having 

been elected for two legislative terms. And the fact that his 

period of office may be cut short or lengthened a few days by 

reason of the election and qualification of his successor, does not 

affect the right of Mr. Marshall to his salary for his full four 

years. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, 

Attorney-General. 
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"TIRIE DEPOSITS" IN TRUST COMPANIES AND 

BANKS. 

The scope and meaning of the term "time deposits" which 
appears in chapter 286, Public Laws of 1901, relating to interest 
bearing deposits in trust and banking companies, are clear and 
definite. 

The following opinion was rendered to answer the general 
query of trust companies as to the kind of deposits then held by 
them which would be liable to taxation under the provisions of 
chapter 286 of the Public Laws of 1901, the Auburn Trust Com- 
pany being taken as a basis. 

May, 1901. 
First. I understand that the terms "time deposits" and 
"demand deposits," as employed by banks generally, have come 
to have a definite meaning, which is generally understood and 
accepted both by depositors and by bank officials. "Time 
deposits," as generally understood, are deposits drawing some 
rate of interest, but not necessarily for a definite and absolute 
time, subject, however, to be drawn out as the depositor desires 
if not otherwise agreed, but not subject to be checked out in the 
ordinary course of business. 

^'Demand deposits" arc deposits which are subject to be drawn 
out by check in the ordinary course of business without notice 
to the bank. Such deposits I conceive may also carry interest. 
If these two definitions are in the main correct as to the two 
kinds of deposits, then the question simplifies itself to the extent 
of deciding the nature of the deposits as appears in the Auburn 
Trust Company's Bank. 

Second. As to demand deposits subject to check, I assume 
that no question can arise whatever, it being simply a naked 
deposit without deposit receipts or certificates being issued, the 
same being subject to being checked^ out in the ordinary course 
of business by the depositor. 

As to the other class of deposits in said bank, the question is 
more difficult. Section 5 of the Auburn Trust Company's rules 
and regulations provides that the company will also issue deposit 
receipts or certificates, payable on demand, with interest, at such 
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rates as may be agreed upon. This would give every appear- 
ance of a time deposit similar to deposits in a savings bank, not 
being subject to check in the ordinary course of business. 

Section ii provides that deposits may be withdrawn on 
demand, etc., provided, that whenever the trustees deem it for 
the interest of the bank, and shall so order, no money shall be 
withdrawn except after thirty days notice. This is virtually a 
savings bank provision, providing against any harmful results 
from a run on the bank, and taken in connection with the first 
provision under the words **Rules and Regulations," which pro- 
vides that **this company will receive deposits in its interest 
department upon the following terms," would indicate to my 
mind that deposits so made w^ould be almost identical with those 
made in the regular savings bank. 

I do not understand from the provisions of these rules and 
regulations that such deposits would be subject to check in the 
ordinary course of business as deposits in national banks. Such 
being the case I have no doubt that this class of deposits would 
be subject to the tax provided in chapter 286, section i of the 
Public Laws of 1901 as time deposits. 

Very respectfully, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, 

Attorney-General. 



SCHOOL LANDS— TITLE— THE OWNER OF THE 

PROCEEDS THEREOF. 

The proceeds of school lands held by towns go to the school 
fund. When school lands become vested in a town by reason 
of incorporation, the title thereof is not divested but remains in 
the town although that portion of the towns in which said lands 
are located may be set off and erected into a plantation or other 
municipality, unless in the division of the town special provision 
is made to convey the title thereof to the plantation or new 
municipality. 
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Portland^ Me., August 24, 1901. 

To His Excellency the Governor of the Staie of Maine, and the 
Members of His Executive Council: 

Gentlemen : — I herewith have the honor to submit to you my 
opinion relating to the disbursement of the sum of forty dollars 
received by Hon. Charles E. Oak, ex-Land Agent, for certain 
timber sold by him from Perkins plantation, concerning which, 
in his judgment, some question has arisen as to the proper par- 
ties to whom said sum of money should be paid. 

STATEMENT O^ FACTS. 

It appears that Mr. Oak, in his said capacity as Land Agent, 
made a sale of a small quantity of birch timber growing on school 
lands located in Perkins plantation, in the year 1893, to one 
C. F. Blanchard, for the sum of forty dollars ; that having some 
doubt as to the rightful claimant of said sum of forty dollars, 
whether he should pay it to the State, to the town of Carthage, 
or. to Perkins plantation, he has held the same to the present 
time. 

It appears from the statement of said Oak that said reserved- 
school lands were and are located in Perkins* plantation ; that 
these reserved lands come under that class of reserved lands in 
our own State known as school lands, and it appears, further, 
from the statement of said Oak, that said school lands originally 
belonged to the town of Carthage. For these last facts I take 
the statement of said Oak, since I find nothing in the early laws 
of the State setting out specifically that said lands were reserved 
to the town of Carthage. I presume that the records of the land 
agent's office show conclusively that these reserved lands were 
located in the original town of Carthage, and that after Perkins 
plantation was set off from the town of Carthage, said lands fell 
within the territory of Perkins plantation. My opinion is based 
upon these facts. 

OPINION. 

It appears by examination of the Special Laws of 1826 that 
the town of Carthage was incorporated in that year, although 
the act of incorporation makes no mention of the school lands ; 
that afterwards, to wit, in the year 1849, Plantation No. 4 was 
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set off from the town of Carthage and is now known as Perkins 
plantation. It further appears from the statement of said Oak, 
that neither the town of Carthage nor Perkins plantation has 
waived its right to said sum of forty dollars in question. 

Such being the case, the decision of this matter rests upon 
the determination of one point, to wit: the legal title of the 
reserved lands located in Perkins plantation. If the legal title 
rested in the old town of Carthage before said plantation was 
incorporated, then said sum of money should be paid over to the 
proper officer of the tow n of Carthage. If, however, the reserved 
lands from which the timber in question was cut, was, at the 
time of such cutting, the property of Perkins plantation, then 
said sum of money should be paid over to the proper officers of 
said Perkins plantation. 

It appears by chapter 254 of the Special Laws of 1824, in the 
latter part of section i, as follows: 

"And in all cases where lands have been granted or reserved 
for the use of schools in any town within this State, the fee in 
which lands is not already otherwise vested, the same shall be 
and is hereby declared to be vested in the inhabitants of such 
town, for the use and support of schools therein forever.'' 

It appears, alsb, in the Special Laws of 1824, chapter 280, 
section 8, as follows : 

"And there shall be reserved in every township suitable for 
settlement one thousand acres of land, to average in quality and 
situation with the other land in such township, to be appropri- 
ated to such public use, for the exclusive benefit of such town, 
as the Legislature may hereafter direct.'' 

In these two sections cited we find the foundation for the set- 
ting aside of reserved lands in various townships, and these sec- 
tions were re-enacted from time to time in the Public Laws and 
Revised Statutes, and in fact our present statutes follow out the 
same idea. 

It will be seen from the first citation made, and from the fact 
that this section was re-enacted afterward, that the title to the 
reserved lands absolutely vested in the town of Carthage; or in 
other words, the title vested when the town became incorpo- 
rated. And in section 8 we find the authority for setting aside 
such reserved lands. These two sections were enacted just prior 
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to the incorporation of the town of Carthage and I have no doubt 
that they were in full force when the town was incorporated. 

In the division of towns by, the legislative act of our own 
State, which principle also comes down to us f!rom the mother 
state of Massachusetts, it is the rule in such l^slative divisions 
that if the town property is not divided, but remains unmen- 
tioned, then the title to all such property continues in the old 
or original town. On the other hand, the Legislature from the 
earliest times in Massachusetts and Maine, has usually made 
equitable division of the town property between the old corpo- 
ration and the new. Such being the case, if the legislative act 
of division makes no division of the town property, then all of 
the town property remains the property of the old corporation 
as well as its obligations to pay its debts. 

It appears, from an examination of the Special Laws of 1849, 
that when Perkins plantation was set off from the town of Car- 
thage no division of the town property was made. The bare 
boundaries of the plantation were outlined and the further 
requirement made that the residents of said plantation should 
pay the taxes then assesised upon them, and nothing more. 
Hence it will be seen that there was no division of the town 
property of Carthage when Perkins .plantation was set off. 

In Connecticut it is declared to be a well settled question of 
law that when part of the inhabitants of a territory of an old 
town are erected into a new corporation, the old town retains 
all of the property, rights and privileges formerly belonging to 
it, and is subject to all of its former duties and liabilities. Hart- 
ford Bridge vs. East Hartford, 16 Conn. 149-171. 

So in Massachusetts it has been held that if a new corporation 
is created out of the territory of an old corporation, or if part 
of its inhabitants or territory is annexed to another corporation, 
unless some provision is made in the act respecting the property 
and existing liabilities of the old corporation, the latter, to wit, 
the old corporation, shall be entitled to all the property and be 
solely answerable for all the liabilities. 

Windham v. Portland, 4 Mass. 338. 
Hampshire v. FrankHn, 16 Mass. 86. 
Harrison v. Bridgton, 16 Mass. 16. 
Dillon on Municipal Corporations, Vol. i, 128. 
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The same doctrine holds in this State, following that of 
Massachusetts. 

North Yarmouth v. Skillins, 45 Me. 133-142. 

It is conclusive, then, that the reserved lands located in Per- 
kins plantation are the property of the town of Carthage and 
that in any sales of timber therefrom the proceeds thereof belong 
to the town of Cartilage. 

By provision of chapter 510 of the Special Laws of 1831, 
approved March 28, section 9, it is set out that "the Land Agent 
be and hereby is authorized and directed to take care of public 
lands which have been and shall hereafter be reserved for public 
use in the several townships in this State until the. fee shall vest 
in the town or othen\dse, according to the force and effect of the 
grant, and reserve the same from pillage and trespass." 

It appears from this section, taken in connection with the 
former section i of chapter 254 cited, that when Carthage was 
erected into a town the fee to the reserved lands absolutely 
vested in the town of Carthage and thereafter the Land Agent 
had no authority whatever in relation to the sale of said lands 
or the timber thereon. Such being the case it would appear that 
said sum of forty dollars does not belong to the State and that 
the ex-Land Agent has no authority whatever for paying the 
same over to the State- 

The sale has been made and the money received for this tim- 
ber. Beyond question the ex-Land Agent should pay the same 
to the proper officers of the town of Carthage, who should receipt 
to him for the same as trustees of the school fund for the town 

of Carthage. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, 

Attorney-General. 
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PETITION FOR ABATEMENT OF EXCESSIVE TAXES. 

The statute provisions relating to the taxation of railroads 
must be strictly followed in assessing taxes thereon. The word 
**system" when employed to denote the extent of the road in 
levying taxes, means the entire line of railroad controlled, 
managed, and covered in by the company. In case of excessive 
taxation the Board of State Assessors have authority under the 

statutes to abate such excess. 

October ii, 1901. 
To the Board of State Assessors: 
Gentlemen : — 

STATEMENT O^ ^ACTS. 

It appears from the statement of the solicitors at Portland of 
the Grand Trunk Railway System, and also from information 
gathered from the Board of Assessors, that in past years said 
company, in making its returns, has not included its entire system 
in the returns as required by statute, and that the tax assessed 
was assessed on the basis of the return of only part of the system. 
This error arose in the office of the company and was not dis- 
covered until this year. The first return made this year to the 
Railroad Commissioners continued the error as in years past. 
The Railroad Commissioners reported said road to the Board. of 
State Assessors without rectifying the error. Later said railway 
system, through its proper officers, made an amended and cor- 
rected return complying with the statute and rectifying the error 
hereinbefore set forth. In the meantime the tax had been levied 
upon said railway system under the first return and had been 
committed to the Treasurer of the State for collection. By the 
amended return it appears that the tax of said railway system, 
due to the State, should be considerably less than the amount 
committed to the State Treasurer. I do not understand that 
there is any question whatever that said error was made, and 
that by the first assessment committed to the State Treasurer 
the Grand Trunk Railway system was taxed a sum in excess of 
what it should be taxed. 

The question now arises : Can the State Board of Assessors 
abate so much of the tax committed to the State Treasurer as is 
in excess of the amount due from said railway system under the 
corrected return? 
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These facts are set out from oral statements made to me both 
by the Board of State Assessors and also by the solicitor of said 
railway system, and I base my opinion upon these facts as stated. 

OPINION. 

A tax has none of the elements of a contract. It is a levy on 
property within the boundaries of the State either upon inhabit- 
ants, corporations or firms, for the purpose of meeting the 
expenses of state and municipal government. All taxes are 
levied by reason of the authority of some statute and can CMily be 
levied when the Legislature has given authority by some statute 
so to do. The Legislature lays down methods whereby such 
taxes may be levied and the exact course which shall be followed 
in ascertaining how much tax certain property shall pay. Such 
is the case in relation to the levy of an excise tax on railroads. 

Such being the case the law providing for the levy of taxes 
must be followed closely, otherwise the tax cannot be collected. 

Assuming that the Board of Railway Commissioners report to 
the Board of State Assessors the facts in relation to any given 
railroad, for the purpose of levying a tax thereon, and such report 
ignores the direction of the statute, then such tax cannot be col- 
lected unless such error is simply technical. But where some 
vitjil point of the law is ignored, then such error will vitiate the 
act of the Board of State Assessors in levj^ing such tax. 

Prior to the creation of the Board of State Assessors, as 
appears by Chapter 103 of the Public Laws of 189 1, the authority 
to assess taxes on railroads, and all the details of such assess- 
ment, rested in the Governor and Council. Chapter 6 of the 
Revised Statutes, Section 45, provides that in case of error or a 
mistake in calculating the taxes, the person so aggrieved may 
apply for the abatement of any excessive tax within the year for 
which such tax is assessed, and that the Governor and Council, 
on a re-hearing and re-examination, finding such error or mis- 
take existing, may thereupon abate such excess, and the amount 
so abated shall be deducted from any tax due and unpaid from the 
railroad company on which the excise tax was assessed. * * * 

By the Public Laws of 1891, Chapter 103, a Board of State 
Assessors was created for the express purpose of assessing the 
State tax on various classes of property within the State, includ- 
ing railroads. By Section 6 of said Chapter 103, it was pro- 
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vided that said State Assessors shall do and perform all the acts 
and duties now required by law to be done by the Governor and 
Council relating to the assessing and taxing of railroad corpor- 
ations, and associations. * * * 

Chapter 103 of the Public Laws of 1891 does not specifically 
repeal any prior provision in relation to the assessment of taxes. 
In its entire makeup and wording, it indicates that the Board of 
State Assessors was created for the express purpose of perform- 
ing those duties and functions, which had prior thereto, devolved 
upon the Governor and Council, as appears in Chapter 6 of the 
Revised Statutes. This public law of 1891 does not incorporate 
all of the provisions in so many words as appears in chapter 6 of 
the Revised Statutes, but for the purpose of saving the incor- 
poration of all the provisions of that chapter, it did provide in 
one simple clause that the State Beard of Assessors should "do 
and perform all the acts and duties now required by law to be 
done by the Governor and Council relating to the assessing and 
taxing of railroad corporations." * * * 

If we assume that this sweeping clause of chapter 103 of the 
Public Laws of 189 1 did not include section 45 of chapter 6 of 
the Revised Statutes, wherein authority was given to the Gov- 
ernor and Council to abate excessive taxes, then of course the 
authority to abate excessive taxes still rests in the Governor and 
Council. If we assume, on the other hand, that section 6 of 
chapter 103 of the Public Laws of 1891 did. include within its 
sweeping clause section 45 of chapter 6 ; that is, the right to abate 
excessive taxes, then the power was transferred to the Board of 
State Assessors. 

Hence this question arises, was this power transferred to the 
Board of State Asseswsors? We cannot assume for a moment 
that the Legislature intended to do away absolutely with section 
45 of chapter 6 and leave no opportunity to correct errors and for 
the adjustment of unfair assessments, for this assumption would 
be simply unreasonable and untenable. So we come back to the 
point that either the Governor and Council or the Board of 
State Assessors has the right to adjust the excessive taxes and 
to abate the same. 

Had the Legislature of 1891 intended to give the Board of 
State Assessors certain powers which the Governor and Council 
formerly possessed, and to continue in the Governor and Council 
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Other powers relating to the matter of taxation, then the Public 
Laws of 1891, chapter 103, would have specifically set out what 
sections and provisions o£ chapter 6 of the Revised Statutes 
should devolve upon the State Board of Assessors, and, on the 
other hand, it would have set out what sections and provisions 
and the duties thereunder as set out in said chapter 6 of the 
Revised Statutes still remained and should remain with the 
Governor and Council. This, however, we do not find to be the 
case. The Public I^ws of 1891 do not specify that any pro- 
vision in relation to the taxation of railroads, as set out in chapter 
6 of the Revised Statutes, shall remain in the Governor and 
Council, and, on general grounds, the placing in one board the 
authority to collect data, assess taxes, make reports, etc., and the 
placing in another board the right to abate such excessive taxes 
and to correct the errors of a prior board, would be a piece of 
folly of which we can hardly believe the Legislature to be guilty. 

Hence there is but one conclusion which we can reach in the 
matter and that is that all of the provisions in relation to the 
abatement of taxes, as set out in section 45 of chapter 6 of the 
Revised Statutes, were transferred to the Board of State Asses- 
sors under the sixth section of chapter 103, and that the Board 
of State Assessors has legal authority, not only to correct such 
errors as may appear in the returns of any railroad, but that it is 
their duty so to do when they shall discover that any error has 
been made, and, further, that if an excessive tax has been levied 
by reason of such error, then that said Board has all the requisite 
authority to abate such tax to the-amount of the excess shown by 
the true facts of the case. 

My opinion, in brief, then, is that the Board of State Assessors 
after a hearing thereon should file with the State Treasurer 
proper amendments to its commitment of taxes to the State 
Treasurer against the Grand Trunk Railway system and order 
an abatement of the excessive tax, if any, according to the "true 
facts found to exist. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, 

Attorney 'General. 

Note. — A similar opinion to the foregoing, relating to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, was drawn and submitted 
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to said Honorable Board of State Assessors, differing only in 
this respect : that the main question therein was whether or not 
the water transportation of said Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany should be included as a part of the system of the railroad, 
and that in assessing the taxes against said railroad the entire 
mileage should include not only the railroad lines proper but also 
its transportation lines across the Pacific ocean as a part of its 
system. 

My opinion as rendered thereon was that that portion of its 
business which related to transportation by water across the 
Pacific ocean was not included within the meaning and intention 
of the statute providing for the taxation of railroads. 



TENURE OF OFFICE OF APPOINTIVE OFFICERS 
• OF MAINE INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL FOR GIRLS. 

The tenure of office of appointive officers in the Maine Indus- 
trial School for Girls is controlled wholly by the rules and regu- 
lations of the institution. 

To the Trustees of the Maine Industrial School for Girls: 

Gentlemen : — I herewith submit to you my opinion in rela- 
tion to the tenure of office of the steward of the Maine Industial 
School for Girls, concerning which you have made inquiry. 

By examination of chapter 127 of the Public Laws of 1899 it 
appears that prior to March 17, 1899, ^ school known as the 
Maine Industrial School for Girls had been established in the city 
of Hallowell; that on said 17th day of March, 1899, said school, 
by legislation, was taken over and vested in the State and became 
a State institution to be cared for, managed and controlled by 
the State as all State institutions are, varying only in the kind of 
work to be done. Among other things which appear in said 
chapter 127 is the following: 

"Sect. 4. The trustees shall have charge of the general inter- 
ests of the school and see that its affairs are conducted in accord- 
ance with law and such by-laws as they may adopt. They may 
adopt by-laws which shall be valid when sanctioned by the gov- 
ernor and council." 
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It will appear, then, from this that to make any by-law of the 
Maine Industrial School valid, the governor and council must 
sanction the same, or, in better words, approve the same. When 
the governor and council have so done then the by-law becomes 
valid and a part of the machinery under which the institution is 
to be run as much as the statute itself which took over the Maine 
Industrial School to the State. Hence any question which arises 
as to the tenure of office of any appointee or official in the institu- 
tion, if such office of appointee or official appears by name in the 
by-laws, must be decided absolutely by the by-laws. In other 
words, the by-laws of this institution are not of an elactic nature 
which can be stretched or curtailed according to the views and 
desires of a board of trustees or any individual. 

It appears that on June 3, iSqq, John W. Church was elected 
treasurer and steward of the Maine Industrial School. It 
appears, also that on May 15, 1900, John W. Church was elected 
treasurer and steward of said school. 

It appears that on February 19, 1901, John W. Church was 
elected steward, not combining the office of treasurer, and that 
on May 21, 1901, he v/as elected treasurer, combining, then, both 
offices of steward and treasurer. 

The question really is as to his tenure of office as steward 
under the last election. 

It appears, further, that on December 13, 1900, it was voted 
to amend chapter 2, section i of the by-laws, and that on Feb- 
ruary 19, 1901, it was reported that the proposed amendment had 
been approved by the governor and council, so that, as amended, 
the section reads as follows : "The board of trustees may appoint 
a steward and a principal, a matron, an assistant matron, and a 
teacher for each home, and such other officers as the trustees 
may at any time deem essential or desirable, and the appointment 
of all officers shall be for a term not exceeding one year. The 
term of office may be less than one year. The term of office of 
each appointee shall terminate on the last day of the calendar year 
for which the appointment is made." 

As a. matter of fact the by-law, as amended, could attach only 
to those officials who received appointment under the same after 
the approval of the same by the governor and council. The 
exact date of the approval of the amended by-law does not 
appear. The data before me simply shows that on February 19, 
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ipoi, the amendment v/as reported to have been approved. 
However, this matter has little or no bearing in the case since the 
question with which we have to deal arises subsequent to the date 
of the approval of the by-law. It must have been approved as 
early as February 19. 

The office of steward falls within the by-law and is subject 
to it. The last clause of the by-law is conclusive in its force 
wherein it sets out that *'the term of office of each appointee shall 
terminate with the last day of the calendar year for which the 
appointment is made." There can be no question as to the mean- 
ing of these words. They are specific, definite and plain. There 
might possibly have been some little room for a question to have 
arisen in the matter, if only the word '"year" had been employed, 
but in this case the by-law sets out **' calendar year." Now, the 
expression "calendar year" means but one thing, to wit, the 
period of time from and including the first day of January to and 
mcluding the last day of December. It matters little when the 
appointment of an official is made. His term of office must 
expire on the last day of the calendar year ; to wit, December 31st 
of the year for which he is appointed. It makes no difference 
whatever whether or not any offi.cial had notice of any change in 
the by-laws or the expiration of his period of office. This by-law 
is in the nature of a statute and must be as explicitly followed as 
the statute itself upon which the by-law rests. Hence the term 
of office of John W. Church as steward to which he was elected 
February 19, 1901, and also his office as treasurer to which he 
was elected May 21, 1901, expire on the last day of this year; 
to wit, December 3Tst, and the trustees, if they had so desired, 
could not extend the term otherwise than by re-appointment. 

To be sure this construction cuts off part of the official year 
of John W. Church as steward and treasurer, but the legislature 
never takes into account the fact that a man has been appointed 
to an office for a period of time. 

The by-law adopted December 13, 1900, which did not become 
effective until approved by the governor and council, was quite! 
as effective in limiting the term of office in the case of John W. 
Church as though the matter had been taken directly before the 
legislature and the legislature had passed a limiting act, because 
the by-law is based on the provisions of chapter 127 of the Public 
Laws of 1899. 
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If the question of salary is raised then I feel quite as sure that 
the treasurer and steward would be entitled only to pro rata part 
of the annual salary. This view of the matter is fully sustained 
by the vote passed on May 21, 1901, which reads as follows : 

"Voted that from June 6, 1901, the salary of the steward shall 
be at the rate of $350 per year and that of the treasurer at the 
rate of $250/' 

In both these instances the expression "at the rate of" would 
clearly indicate that the treasurer and steward were to be paid 
pro rata as to time and that in serving in such capacities, if a 
less period of time were covered than a full year, then pajmient 
should be made for such part of the year as the official served. 

My conclusions are, then, that the term of office of steward 
terminates December 31, 1901, and that the compensation for 
the period of time since the last appointment should be pro rated 
on the basis of full pay for one year. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, Attorney-General. 



vSCOPE OF AUTHORITY OF THE WARDEN OF THE 
STATES PRISON, IN RELATION TO THE DIS- 
BURSEMENT OF THE STATES PRISON FUNDS. 

The warden of the States Prison has no authority to apply 
any portion of the States Prison funds to any other purpose than 
that of the States Prison, not even for the payment of his own 
salary. 

March 6, 1902. 

To the State Board of Inspectors of Prisons and Jails : 

Gentlemen: Your communication under date of February 
19th, in which you ask my, opinion in relation to the question 
whether or not if the warden of the States Prison, should make 
loans from the States Prison money, on memorandum or on 
book accounts, that is from money belonging to the State and 
accumulated among the States Prison funds, it would be a breach 
of his bond and whether or not the bondsmen would become 
liable by reason of any funds so appropriated particularly in the 
event of the death of the warden. 
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This IS a purely statute matter and the answer thereto, in my 
judgment, is clear and beyond question. 

Section 5 of chapter 140 of the Revised Statutes provides that 
"the warden o£ the States Prison shall give bond to the State in 
the sum of ten thousand dollars, with sufficient sureties, approved 
by the governor and council, conditioned that he will account for 
all moneys that come to his hands as treasurer of the States 
Prison ; that he will not be concerned in trade or commerce dur- 
ing his continuanse in office, and that he will faithfully perform 
all the duties incumbent upon him as warden of said prison." 

This provision covers the obligation of the bond. 

The question which next arises is, what are the duties of 
warden in respect to the States Prison moneys collected or held 
by him ? 

Section 13 of chapter 140 of the Revised Statutes provides, 
among other things, that he shall have the care "of the lands, 
buildings, machines, tools, stock, provisions and every other kind 
of property belonging to or within its precincts ; he shall be the 
treasurer of the prison, receive, pay out, and be accountable for 
all moneys granted for its maintenance or derived from the man- 
ufactures or the concerns thereof; make in the books of the 
prison regular entries of all its pecuniary and other concerns, 
and on the first days of March, June, September and December 
of each year he shall render to the inspectors a fair account of all 
the expenses and disbursements, receipts and profits of the 
prison, with sufficient vouches therefor, and a statement o£ its 
general affairs for the quarter past >•» * * and he shall also 
on the same days render under oath a similar account and state- 
ment, examined and approved by the inspectors, to the governor 
and council with whom he shall settle all his accounts whenever 
required.'* 

This provision gives the full latitude of the warden's right to 
deal with the funds of the States Prison. It provides for the 
receipt and disbursement of all moneys ; for his official account 
to be rendered at stated times to the inspectors. This account 
must contain the expenses and disbursements, receipts and 
profits of the prison, with vouchers therefor. The balance of 
cash remaining on hand must appear as cash in the hands of the 
treasurer of the States Prison and not as personal obligations on 
4 
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his part for moneys which he may have used from the States 
Prison funds. 

The care which the legislature took to provide against the 
expenditure of the States Prison money for any other purposes 
than to carry on the affairs. of the States Prison, appears very 
distinctly in said section 5, which provides that he ; to wit, the 
warden of the States Prison, will not be "concerned in trade or 
commerce during his continuance in office," which is made a part 
of his bond, and also in said section 13, that "the warden shall 
not carry on or be concerned in trade or commerce during his 
continuance in office." In other words, the warden is hedged 
around by these strong provisions for the express purpose of 
protecting the States Prison funds which he holds as treasurer 
of the States Prison. 

Section 8 of said chapter 140 provides, substantially, that the 
inspectors shall audit, correct and settle the accounts of the 
warden with the States Prison, and at a staled period make report 
thereof to the governor and council, which provision requires the 
inspectors to see to it that the warden performs his duties faith- 
fully in all financial matters. 

Surely, then, should the warden make personal use or loans 
from the States Prison funds, and the inspectors on examination 
of the accounts should find such to be the case and this use or 
loans or money made by the warden were outstanding, the 
inspectors could not properly audit and settle the accoimts of the 
warden. They would have no right to do so under their oatli 
of office, and should at once report the situation to the governor 
and council. 

Again, it might be supposed that the warden of the States 
Prison, being treasurer thereof, might from time to time, as his 
salary accrued, draw from the States Prison fund against his 
salary and account for the same, as such, to the inspectors. But 
this situation is provided for by statute, as appears by chapter 
115, page 864, under section 8, which reads as follows: "The 
salaries of all public officers and the pay of all clerks in public 
offices, not otherwise provided for, shall be from the state treas- 
ury in quarterly payments." 

So that the warden of the States Prison has no right even to 
make use of the funds in his hands to pay himself, but must go 
to the State treasurer for his quarterly payments, since I do not 
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find any provision whereby he may pay himself from the funds 
of the States Prison. 

To sum up in brief, all the provisions of the statutes go to 
this one point, that the warden of the States Prison, while he is 
treasurer of the States Prison, can employ the funds of the 
States Prison only and solely for the expenses, disbursements 
and affairs of tlie States Prison and nothing else, and, that when 
he makes application of the funds of the States Prison to any 
other purpose than to the affairs of the States Prison, to wit, to 
himself, or to other parties not connected with the States Prison, 
on loans or otherwise, his bond becomes liable for such funds so 
illegally disbursed. 

Respectfully submitted, 
GEO. M. SEIDERS, Attorney General. 



HEALTH INSURANCE— NOTICE. 

The notice required in chapter 46 of the Public Laws of 1895 
relating to insurance is not applicable to companies doing what 

is known as health insurance. 

August 15, 1902. 
To Hon. Stephen W. Carr, Insurance Commissioner, Augusta, 

Me.: 

My Dear Sir : I herewith submit to you my opinion in rela- 
tion to the question whetlier or not health insurance companies 
so called, are controlled in the matter of giving notice of sick- 
ness by chapter 46 of the Public Laws of 1895. 

The opinion which I have reached by a careful examination of 
chapter 46, Public Laws of 1895 and of other sections of the 
insurance law, is that said chapter 46 does not apply to health 
insurance companies in name, and since it does not then the time 
specified in the f>olicy of a health insurance company as to 
notice, must be taken as binding upon the party insuring, and 
for the following reasons : 

First. The question raised might turn on the meaning of the 
words "casualty and accident." What is meant in said chapter 
46 by "casualty and accident insurance companies.'^'* It might 
appear on first reading that these words could be enlarged in 
their meaning so as to cover health insurance companies and 
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thereby cover in health insurance policies. The words "casualty 
and accident^'' as used in the insurance laws, have a definite and 
distinct meaning. I will not endeavor to define the two terms 
because it is unnecessary. In brief, they refer to some adverse 
effect upon an individual unlooked for, unexpected ordinarily, 
but which, nevertheless, sometimes does not come wholly unex- 
pected. In the legal dictionary the two words are used nearly, 
synonymously and I have no doubt that they are so used in our 
Insurance laws. And still sickness is unexpected and unlooked 
for and the eflect is harmful, so that in case of sickness the 
definiton would almost lap over into the domain of casualty or 
accident. However, this point f conceive is fully taken care of 
by referring to section 87, chapter 109, Public Laws of 1887 
which provides in the seventh line as follows: "And no for- 
eign life, casualty, health or livestock insurance company," etc 
I mean to say that this section recognizes health insurance com- 
panies in a class by themselves and indicates that a health insur- 
ance company is not a casualty company. Therefore I have no 
question in saying that when the words "casualty and accident" 
are used in said chapter 46 they do not mean health insurance 
companies as such. 

Second: The reasons given by Mr. LeGrand L. Atwood^ 
secretary of the Union Casualty and Surety Company, in his 
letter under cover of July 2, why the law should not apply to 
health msurance companies, I do not consider as having any 
particular weight. The very reasons which he gives why the 
law should not apply to health insurance companies may also be 
given why such a law should not apply to casualty or accident 
insurance companies. J do not see why section 104 should not 
be enlarged to include health insurance companies. 

Third. There is a view, however, in relation to said chapter 
46 which may be taken and which should be considered. The 
company which Mr. LeGrand L. Atwood represents by his letter 
of July 2d, seems to be a casualty and surety company. The 
reading of said chapter 46 Is somewhat peculiar in this respect. 
If said company issued policies for health insurance under the 
head of the Union Casualty and Surety Company, then I query 
whether such policy so issued would not be swept under and 
controlled by said chapter 46 for said section reads : "No con- 
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ditions, stipulations or agreements contained in any application 
for insurance in any foreign or domestic casualty or accident 
insurance company, or contained in any policy insured by such 
company, or in any way made by any such company." etc. 

Hence, if this c<xnpany carries on a health insurance under the 
name of the Casualty and Surety Company, then I am disposed 
to think that the section would apply to such health policy, 
because the section does not set out that no conditions, stipula- 
tions or agreements in the policies for casualty or accident insur- 
ance, or contained in any policy issued by any such company for 
casualty or accident insurance, or in any way made by such com- 
pany for casualty or accident insurance, etc., but does provide 
that such conditions, stipulations or agreements contained in any 
application for insurance in any foreign or domestic casualty or 
accident insurance company shall be subject to said section. 

The distinction which I wish to draw is, that under this sec- 
tion the law would seem to apply to all conditions, stipulations 
or agreements in all policies of insurance whether for casualty, 
accident or health, in case they were issued by a casualty or 
accident insurance company, and that such company because it 
is a casualty or accident company in name cannot insure health 
under the name of casualty or accident and thereby escape the 
provisions of the section. 

On the other hand, as I have said, if the company is a health 
insurance company pure and simple, then my opinion is that 
said chapter 46 does not apply to such company. 
Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, Attorney General. 
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LOAN AND BUILDING ASSOCIATIONS. KINDRED 
ASSOCIATIONS DOING BUSINESS SIMILAR IN 
MANNER TO THAT OF LOAN AND BUILDING 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Foreign associations, whether incorporated or not, doing busi- 
ness in a like manner to that employed by loan and building asso- 
ciations, are subject to the provisions of the laws of this State 
before they can do business here. 

Portland, Me., December 6, 1902. 
Hon. F. B. Timberlake, Bank Examiner, Augusta, ^e.: 

Dear Sir : In answer to your official inquiry whether or not 
the New England Home Buyers Association of Boston, Mass., 
being an association for the accumulation of funds from its mem- 
bers for the purpose of buying and improving real estate or 
building homes for its members, and similar associations whether 
mcorporated or not, can operate within this State without com- 
plying with the provisions set out in chapter 79, section 2, of 
the Public Laws of 1891, I submit the following opinion. 

Said New England Home Buyers Association is based oa a 
trust agreement between certain individuals, residents of Massa- 
chusetts. The {property of the association, however acquired, is 
held and controlled by a board of trustees. The beneficiary inter- 
ests in said association are held and controlled by a board of 
stockholders, for it is provided under said trust agreement, that 
the trustees therein named thereby declare that all moneys and 
other property, rights andinterests of whatever description, con- 
veyed or transferred to them or acquired by them as aforesaid, 
are and are to be held by them for account of said shareholders, 
their assigns and legal representatives, in the proportions shown 
by the number of shares set against their respective names, and 
are to be managed and administered upon the trusts, in the man- 
ner following, etc. The shareholders herein named are parties 
to the trust deed and reap the profits of the business. 

From a further inspection of the trust agreement herein 
referred to, it appears that this association is no more nor less 
than a co-partnership. It has never been incorporated, hence wc 
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will treat it on the ground of its l6gal status, to wit, that of 
a co-partnership. 

Section 6, which section relates to the powers conferred upon 
the trustees, provides, among other things, that the trustees shall 
have no power to bind the shareholders personally by any con- 
tract express or implied, or by any act, neglect or default ; that 
neither trustees nor shareholders shall be personally liable on any 
such contract or for any such act, neglect or default, shall have 
re-course for satisfaction or payment or for indemnity solely to 
the trust estate. 

It appears, therefore, that although this association is a 
co-partnership in every sense of the word, yet an eflfort has been 
made to relieve the parties thereto of any personal liability by 
reason of their neglect or default in the management of the affairs 
of the association, whether stockholders or trustees. 

It would seem, therefore, that this attempted provision of the 
trust agreement would bring the matter directly under that clause 
of section 2 of chapter 79 of the Public Laws of 1891, if this 
association falls within said chapter 79, which provides as fol- 
lows : "Whenever upon examination or otherwise, it is the opin- 
ion of the bank examiner that any such association or corpora- 
tion is transacting business in such manner as to be hazardous 
to the public," etc., for there seems to be no protection further 
than the fund of the association to which parties who have paid 
in money to the association can resort, if the provision of the 
trust agreement herein referred to, relating to the negligence or 
default of either stockholders or trustees in the management of 
the business, can be sustained in law. 

Section i of said chapter 79 of the Public Laws of 1891, pro- 
vides as follows: "Except as hereinafter provided, no person, 
association or corporation shall carry on the business of accumu- 
lating the savings of its members and loaning to them such 
accumulations Sn the manner of loan and building associations, 
within this State, unless incorporated imder the laws thereof for 
such purpose. 

Section 2 of the same chapter provides, in general, that such 
association or corporation established under the laws of another 
state, may be authorized by the bank examiner to do business in 
this State after complying with certain provisions therein set out. 
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The question then arises, is the business of the New England 
Home Buyers Association in the nature of that of a loan and 
building association business ? If it is shown from the methods 
and manner in which the New England Home Buyers Associa- 
tion does business, that it is similar in manner and kind to that of 
loan and building associations, then it must become subject to 
section 2 of said chapter 79, and must comply with the provisions 
thereof before it can do business in this State. It is important, 
therefore, to inquire the meaning of the term **building and loan 
associations" and the kind of business done thereunder. 

One authority says, "a building and loan association may be 
defined as an organization created for the purpose of accumu- 
lating a fund 'by means, primarily, of the gradual payment of 
the stock subscriptions of its members, in installments, due 
periodically, from which fund sums are to be advanced to the 
members to assist them in acquiring land and erecting buildings 
thereon." 

This definition, as the author admits, is a limited definition and 
IS descriptive of the typical building and loan association and is 
not inclusive of all forms of organization which may be denom- 
inated building and loan associations. 

The author further says, "the term has no exact legal signifi- 
cance which is adhered to in all jurisdictions. It is rather a 
popular name or a class of associations whose rights, powers and 
duties depend upon the particular statutes under which they are 
organized." 

He further says, *'The terms 'building and loan associations,' 
'building associations,' and 'building societies' ♦ * * are 
synonymous. Besides these names various others are used by 
virtue of custom or legislation, to denote either the same class of 
organizations or associations having much in common with them 
and governed largely by the same principles." 

The particular name, therefore, of an association or corpora- 
tion has little or nothing to do in designating the exact kind of 
business which is carried on by it, but its methods and manner 
of doing business are the important questions to be considered in 
this connection. 

Is, then, the modus operandi of the New England Home 
Buyers Association similar in manner, kind and results to that of 
the loan and building association as generally understood? A 
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careful examination of all the papers covering the entire method 
by which said association does business has fuily convinced me 
that its plan is nothing more nor less than that of the loan and 
building association plan, except that it is disguised by the use 
of certain terms and methods which, nevertheless, result the same 
as those of the loan and building association, although diflferently 
named. 

A loan and building association provides for stock, for the 
payment of stated payments or dues ; for the accumulation of its 
capital and the loan of the same to its members or others on real 
estate or otherwise ; to wit, the purchase or repair of real estate ; 
the building of houses ; and the final payment of such loans by 
said monthly installments ; to take deeds and mortg^es and such 
other conveyances as are necessary to carry out the purposes of 
the company. 

The gist of said section i, to which any association or corpora- 
tion may be compared to judge as to the kind of business it is 
doing, is as follows : "the business of accumulating the savings 
of its members and loaning to them such accumulations," in 
the manner of loan and building associations. Does the New 
England Home Buyers Association do this ? 

Said association first provides an agreement which is made a 
part of the trust deed to be executed by the trustees and by the 
party called the party of the second part but who really is the 
party that desires to accumulate moneys in the association for 
the purposes ostensibly of purchasing real estate or a home, or 
making improvements on real estate. This agreement sets out 
the various conditions under which he may make payments, 
accumulate funds, purchase real estate or any interest therein, 
and the method by which the association assists such purchaser. 
There are very many provisions in this agreement, but the follow- 
ing are those which particularly call for our attention. 

The agreement itself takes the place of the stock issued by loan 
and building associations to parties who pay monthly sums to 
such associations. 

It provides specifically: 

1st. To provide the purchaser with a fund of $i,ooo, or more, 
to purchase a home, farm, or other real estate, or to discharge 
existing encumbrances thereon, or to pay for improvements 
thereon. 
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2nd. It provides for the payment of monthly installments at 
stated times and the accumulation of funds thereby. 

3rd. It provides that after paying in a certain amount, the 
purchaser, or second party as he is called, may then have a loan 
of a certain amount of money per month for the purpose of pur- 
chasing a home or making improvements on real estate, etc. 

4th. It provides that the association shall be protected for 
such money advanced, by giving the necessary lien claims on the 
property purchased, which are finally discharged by the accumu- 
lation of the monthly payments. 

Sth. It provides for the surrender of the agreement before 
and after it bec(Mnes "vested f that is, it provides for the disposal 
before it becc«nes vested through the association. 

It will readily be seen that the foregoing provisions of the 
agreement completely cover the method and manner employed by 
loan and building associations. 

While the New England Home Buyers Association makes use 
of the methods employed by loan and building associations, it 
possesses scarcely any of the protective features of loan and 
building associations, as provided by our laws. 

My opinion then is, from the foregoing discussion, that if the 
New England Home Buyers Association or other associations 
from out of the State similar thereto desire to do business in this 
State, then they must comply with the requirements of said chap- 
ter 79 of the Public Laws of 1891 ; otherwise they will be subject 
to the fine therein set out. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GEO. M. SEIDERS, Attorney-General. 
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EASTERN DISTRICT. 



The several county attorneys for those counties within the 
Eastern District made returns for the year ending November 20, 
1901, of the following cases which were entered in the law 
court of the Eastern District for said year and were disposed 
of as herein stated. 



AROOSTOOK COUNTY. 

State vs. Electus Oaks. Exceptions sustained. New trial 
granted. 

State vs. Wesley Martin, Apl't. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Arthur Bouchard. Same entry. 

State vs. John E. Burnham. Same entry. 

State vs. Melvin Carr. Same entry. 

State vs. Frank P. Clark. Same entr>'. 

State vs. J. W. Clifford. Same entry. 

State vs. Moses LaBlanc. Same entry. 

State vs. Ezekiel Levasseur. Same entry. 

State vs. John A. McLain. Same entry. 

State vs. Peter J. Powers. Same entry. 

State vs. William E. Thissell. Same entry. 

State vs. Ira A. Willard. Same entry. 

State vs. W. J. Campbell. Same entry. 

State vs. Joseph H. Obey. Same entry. 

State vs. Jacob Wise. Same entry. 
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WASHINGTON COUNTY. 

State vs. Walter H. Foss. Pending. 
State vs. Waiter H. Foss. Pending. 
State vs. Walter H. Foss. Pending. 
State vs. Walter H. Foss. Pending. 
State vs. Walter H. Foss. Pending. 
State vs. Ernest McHenon. Motion for new trial. Pending. 



PISCATAQUIS COUNTY. 

State vs. Wm. N. Hatch. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Fred N. Spencer. Same entry. 
State vs. Fred N. Spencer. Same entry. 
State vs. Henry S. Rogers. Same entry. 
State vs. Henry S. Rogers. Same entry. 
State vs. Henry S. Rogers. Same entry. 
State vs. Carl I. Sawyer. Same entry. 
State vs. Henry S. Rogers. Same entry. 
State vs. Louis Gill. Same entry. 



HANCOCK COUNTY. 

State vs. Edmon Eno. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Edmon Eno. Same entry. 
State vs. A. D. Stuart. Same entry. 
State vs. A. D. Stuart. Same entry. 
State vs. Alden V. Carter. Same entry. 
State vs. George Averill. Same entry. 
State vs. F. W. Cobum. Same entry. 
State vs. F. W. Cobum. Same entry. 
State vs. Edmon Eno. Same entry. 
State vs. Edmon Eno. Same entry. 
State vs. Patrick Bresnahan. Same entry. 
State vs. Patrick Bresnahan. Same entry. 
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State vs. F. W. Cobum. Same entry. 

State vs. F. W. Coburn. Same entry. 

State vs. J. J. Coney. Same entry. 

State vs. J. J. Coney. Same entry. 

State vs. George R. Cunningham. Same entry. 

State vs. George R. Cunningham. Same entry. 

State vs. Edmon Eno. Same entry. 

State vs. Edmon Eno. Same entry. 

State vs. Lizzie N. Ford. Same entry. 

State vs. Daniel II. Herlihy. Same entry. 

State vs. Daniel H. Herlihy. Same entry. 

State vs. Frank H. Gould. Same entry. 

State vs. Frank H. Gould. Same entry. 

State vs. John Herlihy. Same entry. 

State vs. John Herlihy. Same entry. 

State vs. P. B. Herlihy. S.ime entry. 

State vs. P. B. Herlihy. Same entry. 

State vs. T. H Landers. Same entry. 

State vs. T. H Landers. Same entry. 

State vs. Thomas E. Lee. Same entry. 

State vs. Thomas E. Lee. Same entry. 

State vs. E. Leslie Mason. Same entry. 

State vs. E. Leslie Mason. Same entry. 

State vs. Michael McCouley. Same entry. 

State vs. Michael McCouley. Same «itry. 

State vs. Dennis McManus. Same entry. 

State vs. Dennis McManus. Same entry. 

State vs. M. C. Morrison, et al. Same entry. 

State vs. M. C. Morrison, et al. Same entry. 

State vs. J. M. Stewart. Same entry. 

State vs. J. M. Stewart. Same entry. 

State vs. A. D. Stuart. Same entry. 

State vs. A. D. Stewart. Same entry 

State vs. J. H. Sweetser. Same entry. 

State vs. J. H. Sweetser. Same entry. 

State vs. S. L. Treat, Jr. Same entry. 

State vs. vS. L. Treat, Jr. Same entry. 

State vs. T. W. Underwood. Same entry. 

State vs. T. W. Underwood. Same entry. 
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WALDO COUNTY. 

State vs. Daniel H. Clark. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Clarence M. Knowlton. Same entry. 
State vs. Marcellus R. Knowlton. Same entry. 
State vs. William A. Centner. Same entry. 
State vs. Edward H. Knowlton. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel H. Clark. Same entry. 
State vs. Edwin A. Jones. Same entry. 



PENOBSCOT COUNTY. 

State vs. Edward Gallant. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for che State. 
State vs. Eugene Bushay. Same entry. 
State vs. Samuel Oakes. Same entry. 
State vs. Josiah Mishue. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Samt entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Saindon. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene Bushay. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. Frank McGill. Same entry. 
State vs. Edgar W. Bailey. Same entry. 
State vs. Edgar W. Bailey. Same entry. 
State vs. Margaret Nelligan. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles Mudgett. Same entry. 
State vs. W. B. Bartlett. Same entry. 
State vs. H. L. Butterfield. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles F. Coombs. Same entry. 
State vs. Menitta Crawford. Same entry. 
State vs. Thomas J. Daley. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles E. Eaton. Same entry. 
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State vs. John D. Foley. Same entr>'. 
State vs. Michael A. Kane. Same entry. 
State vs. Frank King. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel McDonald. Same entry. 
State vs. Josiah Mishou. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles Mudgett. Same entry. 
State vs. John A. Russell. Same entry. 
State vs. A. W. Scott. Same entr>\ 
State vs. Daniel Shannon. Same entry. 
State vs. A. L. Weeks. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene Bushy. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Heald. Same entr>'. 
State vs. Joseph Heald. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles A. Buzzell. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene Bushy. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Heald. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles A. Buzzell. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene Bushcy. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene Bushey. Same entry. 
State vs. George W. Fickett. Same entry. 
State vs. Murtaghe Hughes, Jr. Same entry. 
State vs. George W. Fickett. Same entry. 
State vs. Pope D. McKinnon. Same entry. 
State vs. Ambrose Scott. Same entry. 
State vs. George W. Fickett. Same entry. 
State vs. Bradley B. Goodwin. Same entry. 
State vs. Pearl S. Willey. Same entry. 
State vs. Edgar W. Bailey. Same entry. 
State vs. Samuel Conncrs. Same entry. 
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State vs. Morton C. Alexander. Same entry. 
State vs. W. B. Ayer. Same entry. 
State vs. George Blakdy. Same entry. 
State vs. Andrew J. Barry. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles E. Bagley. Same entry. 
State vs. Edward Burke. Same entry. 
State vs. Patrick Burke. Same entry. 
State vs. Antoine Beaudreau. Same entry. 
State vs. H. L. Butterfield. Same entry. 
State vs. Edgar Bailey. Same entry. 
State vs. Theodore Bolier. Same entry. 
State vs. Eugene E. Boushay. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Beaulieu. Same entry. 
State vs. John Bouchard. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles A. Buzzell. Same entry. 
State vs. B. H. Burke. Same entry. 
State vs. Amos S. Canney. Same entry. 
State vs. A. A. Clewley. Same entry. 
State vs. Menitta Crawford. Same entry. 
State vs. Victor Chaison. Same entry. 
State vs. C. F. Coombs. Same entry. 
State vs. John J. Cronin. Same entry. 
State vs. Samuel D. Crocker. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph Cota. Same entry. 
State vs. F. P. Campbell. Same entry. 
State vs. John Curran. Same entry. 
State vs. Thomas J. Daley. Same entry. 
State vs. G. W. Davis. Same entry. 
State vs. Silas D. Delano. Same entry. 
State vs. Henry P. Ferris. Same entry. 
State vs. George W. Fickett. Same entry. 
State vs. John D. Foley. Same entry. 
State vs. Harriet S. Foyes. Same entry. 
State vs. Fred A. Fowler. Same entry. 
State vs. John D. Garland. Same entr>'. 
State vs. John H. Gallagher. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel C. Gallagher. Same entry. 
State vs. Bradley B. Goodwin. Same entry. 
State vs. George A. Gifford. Same entry. 
State vs. WilUam W. Gillis. Same entry. 
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State vs. Joseph Gonyer. Same entry,. 
State vs. Joseph A. Heald. Same entry. 
State vs. Murtaghe Hughes, Jr. Same entry. 
State vs. George H. Hknsor. Same entry. 
State vs. Frank Haney. Same entr>'. 
State vs. John M. Jameson. Same entry. 
State vs. H. N. Johnson. Same entry. 
State vs. Christian Jolmson. Same entry. 
State vs. Frank King. Same entry. 
State vs. Michael A. Kane. Same entry. 
State vs. Arthur LaCross. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles Leroy. Same entry. 
State vs. J. William Lambert. Same entry. 
State vs. Alfred Langlois. Same entry. 
State vs. Peter Morgan. Same entry. 
State vs. Alphonso T . Marsh. Same entry. 
State vs. John Maloney. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel J. McGuire. Same entry. 
State vs. Frank H. McGill. Same entry. 
State vs. Pope D. McKinnon. Same entry. 
State vs. John F. McGuire. Same entry. 
State vs. George McNaily. Same entry. 
State vs. Herbert LeBreton. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel McDonald. Same entry. 
State vs. Augustine A. Mclntiie. Same entry. 
State vs. David A. Noble. Same entry. 
State vs. Margaret Nclligan. Same entry. 
State vs. Samuel O'Connoi . Same entry. 
State vs. E. L. Osborne. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph B. Pooler. Same entry. 
State vs. Abner W. Perkins. Same entry. 
State vs. Charles H. Reid. Same entry. 
State vs. J. J. Sanborn. Same entry. 
State vs. Fred Luccie. Same entry. 
State vs. John F. Stephenson. Same entry. 
State vs. Daniel F. Sexton. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph J. Sairdon. Same entry. 
State vs. Joseph W. Taney. Same entry. 
State vs. John W. Toole. Same entry. 
5 
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State vs. George W. Townsend. Same entry. 
State vs. Mary A. Thomas. Same entry. 
State vs. John Vandme. Same entry. 
State vs. Harrison C. Young. Same entry. 
State vs. A. L. Weeks. Same entr}'. 
State vs. John H. Wilson. San^ie entr>'. 
State vs. John M. Marshall. S?me entr>'. 
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The several county attorneys fbr those counties within the 
Middle District made returns for the year ending November 20, 
1901, of the following cases which were entered in the law court 
of the Middle District for said year and were disposed of as 
herein stated. 

KENNEBEC COUNTY. 

State vs. Chas. H. Simpson. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. Gero. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Henry E. Judkins. Exceptions overniled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Fred Wells. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Jos. Carniveau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Jas. F. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. James F. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Jas. F. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. F. E. Prince. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Frank McAleer. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



68 ATTORNEY general's REPORT. 

State vs. John F. McNainara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Will F. Kenniston. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. M. Williams. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Chas. A. Drake. Exceptions overniled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Geo. T. Burke. Exceptions overniled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Frank A. McClinch. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel P. Bums. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. A. B. Hutchinson. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. John Bums, Jr. Exceptions overmled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. D. A. Garrity. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State.t 

State vs. C. G. Kneeiand. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. H. R. Lishners. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. E. A. Getchell. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. E. Ware. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. T. F. Morris. Exccf lions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. G. A. Ames. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. J. F. Young. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. W. H. Johnson. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 
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State vs. Herbert J. Cross. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Arthur Lambert. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. John Nolan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. A. A. Latno. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Geo. F. Reynolds. Exceptions overruled. Judg- • 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Chas. K. Partridge. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. S. W. Tibbetts. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. B. V. Page. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. H. E. Capen. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
the State. 

State vs. Isaac Bennett. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford et al. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford et al. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State, 

State vs. Harry F. Adams. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Hiram Brann. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. George B. Huff. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Everett E. Fish. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 
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State vs. Geo. Ames, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. Ware, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Jas. F. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Jas. T. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushy. Transferred to Western District. 

State vs. Georgianna Staples Davis. Exceptions overruled 
for want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Daviau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Simpson. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Marshall. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Cariveau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. W. Gero. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John P. Pooler. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Exceptions overruled. 

State vs. John P. Pooler. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. W. A. Barry. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. W. A. Barry. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Vede Vigue. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Vede Vigue. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. J. F. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want, of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. F. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want jof . 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John W. Hayhurst. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John W. Hayhurst. Exceptiais overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushy. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushy. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushy. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled' for 'want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. F. Burke. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Will F. Kenniston. Exceptiais overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank McAleer. Exceptons overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. ) 

State vs. Chas. A. Drake. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. ) 

State vs. John Bums, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel P. Bums. Exceptions overmled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. D. A. Garrity. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank A. McClinch. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Cormier, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overmled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Arthur Lambert. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. H. R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. F. Morris. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. A. A. Latno. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Peter Balduc. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Peter Balduc. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred A. Malone}-. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hiram Brann. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Cha?. Loon. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Henry. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Miller. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Hiram Brann, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushey, Aplt. Exception overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. John W. Hayhurst, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John P. Pooler, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Vede Vigue, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushy, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. Gero, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Peter Boldic, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Jas. P. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Jas. Gifford, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. I. E. Butler. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Peter Bolduc. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushey. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Marshall. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Philip Mayheu. Exceptions overruled for want of 
piosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Cariveau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John P. Pooler. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Arthur Q. Hamilton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Arthur Q. Hamilton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



74 



ATTORNEY GENERAL'S REPORT. 



State vi\ Geo. T. Rurke. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. T. Burke. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. A. Drake. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. A. Drake. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. A. Drake. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank McAleer. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank McAleer. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank McAleer. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Mike McDonald. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Mike McDonald. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Mike McDonald. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Ward. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Ward. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Ward. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. Chas. F. Jackins^ Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. F. Jackins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. F. Jackins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Will T. Kenniston. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Will T, Kenniston. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Will T. Kenniston. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John McNamara. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Alfred B. Hutchinson. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. G. Kneeland. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Bums, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Bums, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Bums, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Dan'l P. Bums. Exceptions overmled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Dan'l P. Burns. Exceptions overmled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Dan'l P. Bums. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. Thos. McLaughlin. Exceptiais overruled for want 
of prosecutiai. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thos. McLaughlin. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thos. McLaughlin. Exceptiais overruled for want 
of prosecutioi. Judgment for State. 

State vs. D. A. Garrity. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. H. P. Brann. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. H. P. Braim. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Maloney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Maloney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Maloney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overniled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Josephine Waller. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Henry. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Henry. Exceptions overniled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Henry. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Miller. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State VS. Chas. E. Miller. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Miller. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Greenwood. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Greenwood. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Greenwood. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Henry W. Boynton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Henry W. Boynton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Henry W. Boynton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. A. H. Jewett. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Arthur Lambert. Exceptions overruled for. want "of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thos. P. Kenney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. B. Murphy. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. K. Partridge. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Harry F. Adams. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Cormier, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. J. F. Young. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred Dumond. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. S. W. Tibbetts. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. S. W. Tibbetts. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. S. W. Tibbetts. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Henry H. Field. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Henry H. Field. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State, 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. H. R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. H. R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. H. R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions ovemiled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. J. F. Morris. Exceptions overruled for want ol 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. J. F. Morris. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. J. F. Morris. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Sturges. Exceptions overruled for want 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Sturges. Exceptions overruled for want 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Sturges. Exceptions overruled for want 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. B. HufF. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. B. Huff. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Geo. B. Huff. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled 
for want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled 
for want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State ys. Chas. A. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overruled 
for want of prosecution. Judgtrient for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus, Aplt. Exceptions overniled 
for want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Philip Mayheu. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Philip Mayheu. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. D. A. Garrity. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 
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State VS. F. A. McClench, i6 cases. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. G. M. Williams. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. G. M. Williams. Exceptions ovemiled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. G. M. Williams. Exceptions overnded for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgrment for State. 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecutiai. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled for want 
of pRosecution. Judgment for State. 



State vs. 
State vs. 

State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
Slate vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 
State vs. 



SOMERSET COUNTY. 

Frank C. Kendall. Judgment for the State. 
Frank C. Kendall. Judgment for the State. 
Martin P. Colbath. Judgment for the State. 
Hurvey U. Romer. Judgment for the State. 
William J. Bradbury. Judgment for the State. 
Frank M. Cotton. Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 

Judgment for the State. 



William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
William Howard. 
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SAGADAHOC COUNTY. 

State vs. George J. Parks. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Zebulon G. Auld. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. George Schoppie. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. William J. O'Brien. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. William J. O'Brien. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Joseph C. Footer. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Abbie J. Snowman. Pending. 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



WESTERN DISTRICT. 



The several county attorneys for those counties withm the 
Western District made returns for the year ending November 
20, 1901, of the following cases which were entered in the Law 
Court of the Western District for said year and were disposed 
of as herein stated. 

FRANKLIN COUNTY. 

State vs. John B. Fellows. Unlawfully killing a deer. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 



ANDROSCOGGIN COUNTY. 

State vs. Napoleon Boucher. Adultery. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Intoxicating Liquors (Maine Central R. R. Co. and 
Maine Steamship Co., clm'ts, aplts.). Pending. 

State vs. Joseph Maltais. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 



CUMBERLAND COUNTY. 

State vs. Abraham Stein. Receiving stolen goods. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James J. Haley. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward McArthy. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for the State, 
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State vs. James J. McBrady. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas A. Webb. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judg-ment for State. 

State vs. Robert E. Alby, aplt. Intoxication. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James Kennedy, aplt. Intoxication. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John W. Beeman, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Jesse Boiessen, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Edward H. Cady, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James A. Arey, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James A. Conwell, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Moses H. Dole, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Donohue, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions Overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Edward P. Feeney, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Richard Foster, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James J. Haley, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John E, Howley, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John M. Loque, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Edward A. McCarthy, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Edward H. McMenamin, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John W. Nally, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Timothy E. Quinlan, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 
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State vs. Patrick Sullivan, applt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Elvin J. Torrey, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas Riley. Assault and battery. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John W. Beeman and Richard Foster. Nuisance. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

^tate vs. Thomas Riley. Assault with intent to maim. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John E. Brady and Edward H. McMenamin. Nui- 
sance. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Jesse Boessen. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James A. Carey. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. George E. Davis and Edward A. McCarthy. Nui- 
sance. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Moses H. Dale. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Donohue. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Edward P. Feeney. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John E. Howley. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Frank H. Jellison. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John M. Loque. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. William McCormick. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Peter O'Connor. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Elvin J. Torrey. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. William V. Wescott. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs, Albert Anderson. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 
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State vs. Peter Bernard. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James L. Blair and Edward Lawson. Nuisance. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. William Bowman. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Charles W. Bumham. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Alexander W. Cameron. Nuisance. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James Carter. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs* Martin Donnell. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James D. Donovan. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John Downes. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Hollywood. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas Honan. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas F. McGee. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. William H. McCiinnis. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John McGovem. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James H. McKinnon. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Albion P. McVaul. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. John W. Nally. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Quincannon. Nuisance. Exceptions oven 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Charles E. Rumney and Adelbert L. Sewall. Nui- 
sance. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James L. Shaw and James Bradley, Jr. Nuisance. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 
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Nuisance. 



Nuisance. 



Exceptions over- 
Exceptions over- 
Nuisance. 
Exceptions 
Excep- 



State vs. Patrick A. Sullivan, 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Albert A. Sylvester, 
ruled. Judgn^nt for State. 

State vs. John E. Ward and Thomas H. Nolan. Nuisance. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James Kennedy, aplt. Intoxication, 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Minnie Chandler, aplt. Search and seizure, 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. William H. J. Malone, aplt. Illegal transportation. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James A'. Conwell, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Argued orally. Pending. 

State vs. James A. Conwell, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Argued orally. Pending. 

State vs. Frank IMoses. Receiving stolen goods. Exceptions 
overrruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James J. Haley. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. John A. Harrigan. 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas J. Brownrig. 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Peter J. Hollywood, 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Cornelius J. Muncey. 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas H. Nolan, 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. William R. O'Connor, 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. George F. Perry. Nuisance. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. John H, Siteman. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Harry B. Stover. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for vState. 

State vs. Timothy E. Quinlan. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 



Nuisance. 



Nuisance. 



Nuisance. 



Nuisance. 



Nuisance. 



Exceptions over- 
Exceptions over- 
Exceptions over- 
Exceptions over- 
Exceptions over- 



Nuisance. Exceptions over- 



Exceptions overruled. 
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State vs. Dennis M. Keams. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James S. Fozoile. Nuisance. Exceptions. 

State vs. Peter Bradley, aplt. Search and seizure. Arguedl 
orally. Pending. 

State vs. Coleman Connolly, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Argued orally. Pending. 

State vs. Pierre H. Desjardin, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State, 

State vs. Henry Huden, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. George W. Rankin, aplt. Single sale. Exceptions 
overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Coleman J. Walsh, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Argued orally. Pending. 

State vs. Coleman J. Wal$h, aplt. Search and seizure. 
Argued orally. Pending. 

State vs. James J. Walsh, aplt. Search and seizure. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State Vs. Paul Castor. Practicing medicine without regis- 
tering. Exceptions overrruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Kane. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Richard Nally. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James J. Walsh. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Martin P. Wold. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Peter Desjardin. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Cora B. Leighton. 
ruled. Judgment for vState. 

State vs. James Pendagast. 

ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. W. Silas Pratt. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Thomas J. 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Coleman J. Walsh 

ruled. Judgment for State. 



Ridge 



Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
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KNOX COUNTY. 

State vs. Stephen Cavanaugh. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. C. S. Coombs. Nuisance. Excepticms overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. William M. Kennedy. Nuisance. Exceptions over- 
ruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. James Maloney. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. William M. Kennedy. Assault and battery. Excep- 
tions overruled. Judgment for State. 



YORK COUNTY. 

State vs. Wm. H. Bennett. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Wm. A. Bretton. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Octave Cote. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Joseph P. Dion. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Victor Ganache. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. J. H. Goodwin. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Sue Guertin. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James Keams. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. John F. Mlaxwell. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Joseph Petrin. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Joseph Palardis. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Narciss Provenchall. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Charles Roderique. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Edward Rennick. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Peter Seymour. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. J. P. Turcott. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Edward A. Tetrault. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Daniel Kerwin. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James W. Garside. Judgment for the State. 
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TABLE A— EASTERN DISTRICT. 



The several county attorneys for those counties within the 
Eastern District made returns for the year ending November 20, 
1902, of the following cases which were entered in the Law Court 
of the Eastern District for said year and were disposed of as 
herein stated. 



AROOSTOOK COUNTY. 

State vs. Arthur Bouchard. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. Arthur Bouchard. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. Olin B. Buzzell. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. John J Kelley. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. John J. Kelley. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. Edwin L. Vail. Exceptions overruled. 
State vs. Richard Earl. Pending. 
State vs. Ezekiel I^e Vasseur. Pending. 
State vs. Ezekiel Le Vasseur. Pending. 
State vs. Ezekiel Le Vasseur. Pending. 
State vs. Beverly R. Wattrich. Pending. 
State vs. Beverly R. Wattrich. Pending. 



PISCATAQUIS COUNTY. 

State vs. James W. Smart. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. 

State vs. Henry N. Bartley. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecuti6n. 

State vs. James Bartley. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. 
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State vs. Henry S. Rogers. Exceptions overniled for want 
of prosecution. 

State vs. Henry Lambert. Murder. Argued at Portland. 
No decision yet. 

HANCOCK COUNTY. 
State vs. James Sheavlin. Judgment for State. 
State vs. James Sheavlin. Judgment for State. 
State vs. George A. Averill. Nol pros. 
State vs. George A. Averill. Nol pros. 
State vs. F. W. Cobum. Judgment for State. 
State vs. F. W. Cobum. Judgment for State. 
State vs. J. J. Coney. Judgment for State. 
State vs. J. J. Coney. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Edmon Eno. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Edmon Eno. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Lizzie N. Ford. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Lizzie N. Ford. Judgment for State. 
State vs. F. M. Gaynor. Judgment for State. 
State vs. F. M. Gaynor. Judgment for State. 
State vs. John Herlihy. Judgment for State. 
State vs. John Herlihy. Judgment for State. 
State vs. P. B. Herlihy. Judgment for State. 
State vs. P. B. Heriihy. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Thomas H. Landers. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Thomas H. Landers. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Thomas E. T^ee. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Thomas E. Lee. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Michael McCauley. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Michael McCauley. Judgment for State. 
State vs. J. J. McDonald. Judgment for State. 
State vs. J. J. McDonald. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Dennis McManus. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Dennis McManus. Judgment for State. 
State vs. James M. Stewart. Judgment for State. 
State vs. James M. Stewart. Judgment for State. 
State vs. A. D. Stuart. Judgment for State. 
State vs. A. D. Stuart. Judgment for State. 
State vs. S. L. Treat, Jr. Judgment for State. 
State vs. S. L. Treat, Jr. Judgment for State. 
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PENOBSCOT COUNTY. 

State vs. W. M. Ross, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Eugene Bushey, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Josiah Mishue, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph Cota, Aplt. Same entry. 

State vs. Theodore BoHer, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecuticm. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank King, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ered English, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank King, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William M. Ross, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William Newman, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of proseaition. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank LaPlant, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Christopher Toole, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Pope D. McKinnon, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Cornelius Jones, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Cornelius Jones, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Christopher Toole, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
v/ant of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Henry N. Johnson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State /s. Ambrose W. Scott, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the Stale. 

State vs. William B. Aver. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Andrew J. Barry. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. King Bishop. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecuticMi. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Bernard H. Burke. E:Cceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Theodore Bolier. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles R. Buswell. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ferdinand Bushway. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. . 

State vs. Patrick Burke. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Lizzie Budreau. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward Btirke. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edgar Bailey. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel H. Clement. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Amos S. Canney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John J. Cronin. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George C. Cousins. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph Cota. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Menitta Crawford. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Thomas J. Dalev. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward J. Dougherty. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George W. Davis. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William J. Driscoll. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. William F. Emery. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred English. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Henry P. Ferris. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George Finnegan. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Foley, Jr. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. Edward Foley. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John D. Garland. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John H. Gallagher. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward Guthrie. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. F. A. Greenlaw. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles P. Green. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph Gonyer. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank Haney. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George H. Hanson. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Murtaghe Hughes, Jr. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Mary Igo. Exceptions overruled for want of prose- 
cution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. H. N. Johnson. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Christian Johnson. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Cornelius Kirkpatrick. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Michael A. Kane. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Frank King. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank LaPlante. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Herbert LeHrcton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgiuent for the State. 

State vs. Charles Lavoy. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. \\'illiam Lambert. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Jiidgnient for the State. 

State vs. Patrick J. .McXamara. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Pope D. McKinnon. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Mahaney. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George McNelly. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Augustine A. McTntire. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Serena Miles. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. S. Mishou. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Allen H. Miller. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph !Moran. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John F. McGuire. Exceptions overruled for w^ant 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Baxter Miles. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank H. McGill. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. J. Daniel McDonald. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel J. McGuire. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William Newman. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. David A. Noble. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecutictfi. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Samuel O'Connor. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. E. A. Prout. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Parlce. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. A. B. Palmer. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George H. Prescott. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William M. Ross. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Charles H. Reid. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John W. Robinson. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Leo S. Richardson. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James A. Rush. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Albert E. Savage. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel F. Sexton. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ambrose W. Scott. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ambrose W. Scott. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank St. Louis. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John J. Sanborn. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Fred Succie. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Amasa L. Stevens. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William K. Sullivan. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Joseph W. Taney. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Mary A. Thomas. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John W. Toole. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John Vandine. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank F. Violette. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Edward White. Exceptions overruled for want of 
prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. William A. Withee. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Everett P. Washburn. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Josiah Mishue, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Samuel D. Crocker, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank King, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Josiah Mishue, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Samuel D. Crocker, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Michael A. Kane, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Frank King, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph Beaulieu, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Joseph Heald, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for want 
of prosecution. Judgment for the State, 

State vs. George C. Cousins, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Ira D. Carpenter, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Jameson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
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State vs. Hngh Jameson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Daniel H. Clement, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Adelbert Chandler, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George Blakely, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John M. Jameson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State, 

State vs. Adelbert Chandler, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Margaret Nelligan, Aplt. Exceptions sustained for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Bridget Tracey^ Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment fpr the State. 

State vs. Arthur La. Cross, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James E. Largay, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Dennis McGuire, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Margaret Nelligan, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James Christenson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled flor 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Hugh Jameson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. John M. Jameson, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. James E. Largay, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. Pope D. McKinnon, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Dennis McGuire, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. George Blakely, Aplt. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 

State vs. George W. Townsend. Exceptions overruled for 
want of prosecution. Judgment for the State. 
7 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



98 ATTORNEY general's REPORT. 



WALDO COUNTY. 

State vs. Edmund Wilson. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Clarence O. Poor. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. A. A. Howes. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Richard H. Moody. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. M. R. Knowlton. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. E. H. Knowlton. Judgement for the State. 
State vs. Clarence M. Knowlton. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. W. H. Centner. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. L. L Centner. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Chas. O'Connell. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Jesse E. Staples. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Fred M. Staples. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Wm. E. Crinnell. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Benj. H. Mudgett. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Henry Bolan. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. E. A. Jones. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. W. E. Centner. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. C. M. Knowlton. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Benj. H. Mudgett. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Chas. O'Connell. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Jesse E. Staples. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Edmund Wilson. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Fred M. Staples. Judgment for State. 
State vs. R. Hi Moody. Judgment for State. 
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MIDDLE DISTRICT. 



The several county attorneys for those counties within the 
Middle District made returns for the year ending November 20, 
1902, of the following cases, which were entered in the Law 
Court of the Middle District for said year and were disposed of 
as herein stated. 



HANCOCK COUNTY. 

State vs. George A. Averill. Nol pros. 
State vs. James E. Ford. Judgment for State. 
State vs. Arthur Gilpatrick. Continued. 
State vs. Arthur Gilpatrick. Continued. 
State vs. George A. Averill. Nol pros. 
State vs. George A. Averill. Nol pros. 
State vs. F. M. Gaynor. Judgment for State. 
State vs. F. M. Gaynor. Nol pros. 
State vs. Arthur Gilpatrick. Continued. 
State vs. Arthur Gilpatrick. Continued. 



KENNEBEC COUNTY. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. I. E. Butler. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. John Daviau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
tor State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Michael Gamache. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 
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State vs. Thos. Libby. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Chas. Marshal!. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Philip Mayheu. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Simpson. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Dwight L. Tasker. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Geo. T. Burke. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas, H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. Drake. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Arthur Q. Hamilton. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Chas. F. Jackins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for the State. 

State vs. Wm. T. Kenniston. Exceptions ovemiled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Mike McDonald. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Jdin F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John McNamara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. Ward. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Dan'l P. Bums. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Bums. Jr. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Thos. McLaughlin. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. H. P. Brann. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 
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State vs. Fred A. Maloney,. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Harry F. Adams. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Harry F. Adams. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Harry F. Adams. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. F. M. Bowman. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. G. Casey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Joseph Cloutier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
tor State. 

State vs. Joseph Cloutier. Exceptions overniled. Judgment 
for State. 
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State vs. Joseph Cloutier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Cormier, Jr. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Fred Dumond. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. F. H. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Joseph Greenwood. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Arthur Lambert. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Harry R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 
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State VS. Chas. A. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State, 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Frank P. McManus. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Miller. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John F. Morris. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John F. Morris. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John F. Morris. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Sturgis. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Dwight L. Tasker. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Dwight L. Tasker. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Dwight L. Tasker. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. S. W. Tibbetts. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Haines D. Wells. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. H. P. Brann. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. C. J. Burke. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Fred A. Malaney. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Malaney. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Malaney. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Fred A. Bushey. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 
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State vs. I. E. Butler. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Joseph Carriveau. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Daviau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Daviau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Philip Malieu. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John P. Pooler. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Burns, Jr. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. D. A. Garrity. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Chas. H. Douglass. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. James M. Dowling. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Bert Esponnette. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Arthur Q. Hamilton. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. P. A. Houlehan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas. F. Jackins. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Ernest J. Keller. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Ernest J. Keller. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 
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State vs. Ernest J. Keller. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Wm. T. Kenniston. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Mike McDonald. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. H. L. McKeeman. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. H. L. McKeeman. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. H. L. McKeeman. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John F. McNamara. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Thos. A. Pinkham. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Geo. A. Bryant. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Michael Burns. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John Cormier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Joseph Cloutier. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. John H. Doran. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. A. L. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. F. H. Gaslin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Fred L. Hopkins. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. A. H. Jewett. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Arthur Lambert. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 
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State vs. H. R. Lishness. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Marshall Pomerleau. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Henry St. Peter. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Chas. E. Sturgis. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

LINCOLN COUNTY. 

State vs. Asa Fowles and Silas Damon, Aplts. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. James A. Trowbridge. (Portland law term). Judg- 
ment for State. 

SAGADAHOC COUNTY. 

State vs. William F. Higgins. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. William L Decosta. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Michael J. McCormick. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Rufus C. Thomas. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Timothy McAuliffe, Jr. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Williams Whitney. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James E. Flynn. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. James H. Devine. Judgment for the State. 
State vs. Fred E. Pond. Judgment for the State. 



KNOX COUNTY. 

State vs. Charles S. Coombs. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. C. S. Coombs. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Charles S. Coombs. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. J. A. Lyons. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 
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State vs. M. Frank Donohue. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. M. Frank Donohue. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Job Spear. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. Gershom Burgess. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 
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WESTERN DISTRICT. 



The several county attorneys for those counties within the 
Western District made returns for the year ending November 20, 
1902, of the following cases, which were entered in the Law 
Court of the Western District for said year, and were disposed 

ANDROSCOGGIN COUNTY. 

State vs. George A. Wiseman. Aiding in maintaining a nui- 
sance. Argued at June term, 1002. Pending. 

State vs. Jules Gregoire. Nuisance. Exceptions overruled 
for want of prosecution. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Alphonse Nadeau. Transportation intoxicating 
liquors. Argued at June term, 1902. Pending. 

Following cases pending at last report. Disposed o£: 

State vs. Intoxicating Liquors, Maine Central R. R. Co. et al, 
claimants. Argued at July term, 1901. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph Simmons. Receiving stolen goods. Argued 
at December term, 1901. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Joseph E. N. Bohemier. Practicing medicine with- 
out a license. Argued at December term, 1901. Judgment for 
State. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY. 

State vs. Frank Sherman. Pending. 
State vs. Frank Sherman. Pending. 
State vs. Charles Lang. Pending. 
State vs. Raymond S. Bunting. Pending. 
State vs. John Quinn. Pending. 
State vs. Abraham Snider. Pending. 
State vs. Charles S. Swett. Pending. 
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State vs. William W. Damon. Pending. 

State vs. Michael Harrigan. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Richard J. Norton. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Martin E. Conley. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Patrick Kane. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. James A. Conwell, Jr. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. Clarence E. Crowell. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Richard J. Norton. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Patrick O'Donndl. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Patrick A. Sullivan. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John B. Cronin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. George W. Rankin. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Walter Woodside. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. Alfred B. Toothaker. Having short lobsters in pos- 
session. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for State. 

State vs. Gustavus S. Toothaker. Exceptions overruled. 
Judgment for State. 

State vs. James A. Sullivan. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 

State vs. John B. Cronin. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Annie Callan. Exceptions overruled. Judgment for 
State. 

State vs. George Drapeau. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for State. 

State vs. Peter F. McDonnell. Exceptions overruled. Judg- 
ment for State. 
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State vs, James F. Shaw. Exceptions overruled. Judgment 
for the State. 

State vs. Frank Sherman. Pending. 
State vs. Arthur B. Leach. Pending. 
State vs. George W. Hunt. Pending. 



FRANKLIN COUNTY. 

State vs. Webbs River Improvement Co. Undecided. 
State vs. M. J. Quinn. Dismissed. Judgment of lower court 
in force. 



OXFORD COUNTY. 
State vs. Harry Brown. Judgment for State. 

YORK COUNTY. 
State vs. J. P. Bass. Now pending. 
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Counties in 1901. 
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Two years in State Prison. 
6 months in Jail. 

One year in iah. 

Three years in State Prison. 
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Four months in ]ail. 
Eighteen months in State Prison. 
Eighteen months in State Prison. 
Four years in State Prison. 
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Two years in State Prison. 
Four years in State Prison. 
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TABXrS C— Showing Number of Prosectitioiis Instituted and 
the Offences for the Year Snding November z, xgox. 



* Three indictments found. 
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TABIDS D— Showing Diapocitioii and Reanlts of Prosecutions 
for tlie Year ending November x» Z90z. 



Counties. 



Ditpotltlon daring year end 
ing November 1, 1901. 



»0. 



a 

a a 



Condition at end 
I ofyear,Novein. 
I berl. 1901. 

1^ 



as 



I 

a 
i 

li 

1^ 



Sentences. 



11 

043 



Androscoggin.. 

Aroostook 

-Cumberland . . 

J*ranklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

Knox .... 

Lincoln 

Oxford 

Penobscot ... . 
Piscataquis .... 
Sagadahoc ..... 

Somerset 

Waldo.. 

Washington.... 
Tork 







M 


842 


5 


125 


184 


6U 


8 






89 


56 


4 


4 


80 


1 


4 






li4 


197 


5 


87 


15 


10 


25 






7 


29 


2 


- 


4 


1 


8 






18 


74 


2 


- 


77 


4 


10 


- 




8 


184 


- 


10 


28 


170 


1 




- 


16 


9 


1 


2 


18 


2 


18 






26 


17 


8 


2 


12 


1 


1 






27 


87 


2 


8 


40 


4 


1 


- 


88 


188 


281 


2 


70 


19 


15 


82 


- 




18 


20 


- 


5 


27 


I 


2 


- 




8 


89 


1 


4 


1 


13 


1 


1 


14 


110 


77 


1 


- 


82 


21 


8 


- 




6 


44 


- 


25 


82 




8 


- 




42 


41 


1 


1 


19 


- 


6 


2 


- 


60 


143 


4 


63 


57 


- 


19 



297 
48 
142 
23 
67 
167 
101 
16 
85 
206 
16 
27 
69 
96 
S4 
112 
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TABXrS B— Showing Costs of ProsectitioiiSy' Fines and Costs 
Imposed, and Fines and Costs Collected for tlie Year Snding 
November x, zgox. 





-00 








s 








U 


1 


1 


Countlet. 


•Sg 


»- . 


•0,^ 




9| 


§1 








El 


^1 


And roncoflTirin 


$5,075 14 


$31,001 52 


$28,417 59 


Aroostook 


4.345 93 


4.307 06 


4,011 08 


Cmnlx^rlflind ....t -,..» 


17,633 22 


26 322 82 


25.428 81 


Franklin 


1.568 01 


2,405 00 


1,880 00 
7,447 42 


Hancock 


2.812 27 


7.447 42 


Kennebec 


9,484 29 
2,553 57 


37,511 47 
11,136 00 


85.476 58 


Knox ' 


11.136 00 


Lincoln 


739 56 
2.186 05 


1,615 00 
2,423 92 


1.615 00 


Oxford 


1,789 01 


Penobscot 


6,571.45 


20,962 24 


19,284 67 


Piscataquis 


1,465 51 


2.415 21 


2,415 21 


Sagadahoc 


3,150 68 


2.943 57 


2,843 57 


Somerset 


8,536 08 


10,934 15 


10,934 15 


Waldo 


1.752 42 
2,283 27 
8.745 64 


8.891 30 


3.751 30 
3,612 81 


Washington 


3,612 81 


York 


13.370 92 


13,870 92 
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TABIDS P— Showing the Amoimts paid <mt by the Cotmty 
Treasureni for Coats of Proeectttioiia in the Supreme Judicial 
Court, and in the Superior Courta; on BiUa of Coata allowed 
bj the Countj Commiaaionera for Support of Priaonera in 
Jaila; to Grand Jurora and to Traverae Jurora at Terma of 
Court held for Criminal Buaineaa ; alao the amounta received 
from Pinea, Coata and Porfeiturea in aaid Courta, from Magis- 
tratea, Jailera, and other Oficera, Year Snding November 
z, Z90Z. 



Counties. 



Ill 
P 

ftS| 



s 
<i5 



i 



e 

•op 

U 

U 

i" 



I 
II 






Androticoggin .. 

Aroostook 

Cumberland . .. 

Franklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

Knox 

Lincoln 

Oztord 

Penobscot 

Piscataquis 

Sagadahoc .... 

Somerset 

Waldo 

Washington 

York 



$5,076 14 
7.0t8 00 

17,127 08 
1.810 96 
1,466 01 
».4«4 2§ 

1.668 64 
1,210 97 
2,186 06 
8,619 78 

4.669 91 
8,160 63 
8,686 08 
1,762 82 
2,288 67 
8,746 64 



$12,007 62 
8.094 46 
14,776 77 

868 29 
1,601 09 
1.040 88 
1.807 28 
1.27^46 
1,807 97 
7,287 16 

608 06 
1,812 88 
1,796 00 

727 16 
2.886 49 
10,466 20 



$840 80 

606 66 
966 80 
601 92 
860 82 
908 44 
661 40 
88148 
690 92 

607 80 
667 76 
786 24 
801 86 
542 64 
829 02 
836 68 



$1,466 87 


$82,006 28 


8,106 82 


6,728 82 


2.616 64 


95,428 81 


2.128 84 


1.880 00 


1.696 82 


7,878 68 


1.260 00 


40.616 06 


1.888 22 


12.284 00 


2,060 48 


1.292 60 


1,396 44 


2.866 90 


1,067 82 


22,146 98 


2.178 26 


M^%X 


2,008 80 


1,488 67 


2,496 86 


12,499 83 


1.847 96 


8.87120 


2,089 64 


4.282 12 


8,888 97 


18370 92 



$1.460 00 

8.729 15 
87 00 

622 £0 

61 

17 89 



28167 



1.699 24 
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TABI/B C— Showing Number of Prosecutions Instituted and 
the Offences for the Tear Ending November z, 1902. 
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TABIrS D— Showins: DiajKNdtioii and ReMilts of Pirodeciitions 
for the Tear ending November z, 1902. 
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TABIDS B— Showinsr Costs of Prosecutions, Pines and Costs 
Imposed, and Pines and Costs Collected for the Year Ending 
November i, 1902. 



Counties. 



OD 




9 




00 




S 


2 


*« 




-Co 


t; . 


gs 


s? 


00 P 




0«4 


si 


00 



si 



AndroHCOggin 
Aroostook . .. 
Cumberland.. 

Franklin 

Hancock 

Kennebec 

KnOx 

Lincoln 

Oxford 

Penobscot .. .. 
Piscataquis.... 
Sagadahoc. .. 

Somerset 

Waldo 

Washington .. 
York 



$3,069 69 


$21,779 26 


2,014 76 


8,112 49 


8,819 64 


17,907 14 


2.320 20 


3,364 60 


7,246 03 


6,808 44 


8,328 24 


46.148 60 


2,199 63 


2,010 00 


1,267 71 


1.481 00 


1,867 80 


2,432 28 


6,364 68 


23,413 09 


6,427 02 


1,363 86 


1,146 10 


4.033 90 


7,928 88 


10,869 51 


871 69 


6,830 00 


3.299 17 


8.967 41 


3,924 89 


12,424 61 



$20,923 96 
6.097 78 

17,907 14 
2,702 60 
6,808 44 

42.250 37 
1,910 00 
1.381 00 
1.917 28 

23.048 85 
1.368 86 
3.928 90 
9.846 94 
6.220 00 
8.907 41 

12,038 97 



Digiti 



zed by Google 



260 



ATTORNEY general's REPORT. 



TABIDS F— ^howinsr the Amounts paid out by the County 
Treasurers for Costs of Prosecutions in the Supreme Judicial 
Court, and in the Superior Courts ; on Bills of Costs allowed 
by the County Commissioners for Support of Prisoners in 
Jails; to Grand Jurors and to Traverse Jurors at Terms o^ 
Court held for Criminal Business ; also the amounts received 
from Pines, Costs and Porfeitures in said Courts, from Magis- 
trates, Jailers, and other Of&cers, Tear Itnding November 
I, 190a. 
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